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ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 
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Art. I. 4 View of the Caufes and Confequences of Englifb 
Wars, from the Invafion of this Country by ‘Fulius Cefar 
to. the prefent Time. By Anthony Robinfon.  $vo. 
Johnfon. London. 1798. 


“ae true citizen-like appellation by which the author of 
this work introduces himfelf to the notice of the public, 
neither does befpeak, nor is intended to befpeak, any extra- 
ordinary difiidence or humility. It is rather intended, we 
imagine, to intimate not only that, in his own eftimation, he 
pofleiies eminent talents, but alfo that he is well qualified to 
hold high rank ; inafmuch as we find that, in the courfe of 
his work, he alfo calls the late celebrated hiftorian of Ame- 
rica, and the prefent Chancellor of the Exchequer, William 
Robertfon, and William Pitt. Pp. 204 and 224. 

Aware that readers in general with to obtain fome infor- 
mation refpecting the characters of thofe who, from time to 
time, undertake, as authors, to entertain and to inftruét them ; 
and that, in the cafe of Jacobinifm, its views are oftentimes 
beft fhewn by an expofure of the individual Jacobins, by 
whom chiefly its wretched purpofes are promoted, we have 
been at fome pains to inform ourfelves who this Anthony 
Robinfon is: and we now fit down to lay before our readers 
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the information which we have received from two or three 
valuable correfpondents, which we have every reafon to be- 
lieve is correét and authentic. 

He was born, we underftand, in a central parifh in Cum- 
berland,of refpeétable parentage and connections ; and, though 
the youngeft of four children, by the death of two elder 
brothers he inherited a confiderable landed eftate in that 
county, which he ftill poffefles. His education at the Gram- 
amar School of his native parifh was unavoidably imperfe& 
arid incomplete ; for, being intended for bufinefs, he was, at 
an early period of life, removed from fchool, pat apprentice 
to a mercer and draper in Cockermouth, who (unfortunately, 
as we think, for his apprentice,) was a diflenter. Here, as 
has been the prevailing feature of his character through life, 
being a youth of fome parts, of an eager temper, and moft 
‘votuble hich; he obtained much notice, chiefly, from being 
an inceflant talker, and a pertinacious difputant. Always 
vaffe€ting literature, even durin his apprenticefhip, he was a 
reader ; but his reading then, as well as ever fince, was deful- 
tory, and much confined to mifcellaneous and periodical pub- 
lications. Whether he could not always obtain hearers, or 
whether he thought the narrow limits of a fmall Burgh Town 
too contracted a {phere for the exertion of powers like his, 
we prefume not to decide ; but even then he was a writer. 
And whatever elfe he has not learned, it cannot be faid that he 
has not learned thofe arts of compofition which, im this age 
of general information, are no longer unknown, even to men 
in the loweft ftations: more folicitous about his manner than 
his matter, he was foon diftingwifhed for the uncommon care 
he took, whether he {poke or wrote, to round his periods. 

At the expiration of his apprenticefhip he was fent up te 
London ; where, little regarding the humbler attainments of 
a mere draper, he indulged to.the fult the more prevailing bent 
of his mind, and fo became a con{tant attendant, and a no lefs 
conftant fpeaker, at Coach-maker’s Hall, and other debating 
focieties. Still purfuing, as the chief idol of his ambition, po- 
pular fame, we next find him a noted preacher in one of Lady 
Huntingdon’s chapels. He is a well-looking, perfonal man ; 
with much zeal, ftrong lungs, and (as has already been 
noticed) infinite volubility of tongue. As, therefore, a ftock 
of learning is, in thofe places, no objeétion to a candidate for 
fame, we cannot wonder that fuch a man foon became a po- 
pular preacher: we are furprized only at his quitting a line 
of life which, we fhould have fuppofed, muft have been con- 
genial to his habits, and to which he was likely to do credit. 


‘His relinquithing fuch a ftation is to be accounted for only 
, . : from 
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from a certain reftlef{nefs of mind, which he poffeffés in fo 

reat a degree, that he is almoft as incapable of fteadily pur- 
fing any fettled plan of life, as he is of abiding by, and being 
the advocate of, any principles whatever; excepting, perhaps, 
an unvarying diflike of every thing that is eftablifhed. Like 
his great mafter, the expatriated philofopher of Sufquehannah, 
he aétually confiders a durable acquiefcence in any doétrines 
or tenets as a mark of error. According to thefe philofophers, a 
man can prove his love of (what they are pleafed to call) truth, 
only by a perpetual relinguifhment and renunciation of all 
opinions that have been generally received. Mr. Anthony 
Robinfon, in particular, has carried, and ftill does carry, this 
notion fo far, that were the whole community, in fome evil 
hour of fatal delufion, to change fides with him, and, like 
him, rail at priefts and curfe kings, fome people, who know 
him well, are of opinion, that then, but then only, he might 
become, from conviction, a loyal fubje& and a good church- 
man. 

On his coming into the poffeffion of his paternal eftate, he 
returned to the North, married, and fettled, as was fuppofed, for 
life. Given to change as he has always been, this only we 
do not find, that, on any occafion, he has ever ceafed to be ad- 
dicted to debating and difputing. Not fatisfied with having 
excited fome cafual murmurs and ill humours among the quiet 
people he found at Wigton, he fought to arouze them to a 
more active difflention, and more clamourous diffatisfaction, 
by being at no common pains to get a meeting-houfe 
erected amongthem. In this meeting-houfe he himfelf was 
an occafional energetic popular preacher. All this happened 
in a town where there is a large, new, and good church, a 
found and learned parith prieft, who is moft entirely, as well 
as defervedly, beloved by his parifhioners, and where, till 
then, excepting a very few peaceable Quakers, there had 
never been any diffenters from the eftablifhed church of any 
name or note, nor, of courfe, any keen, fharp, and unchari- 
table wranglings about the forms of religion. 

In this fmall market town alfo, though immediately en- 
gaged in no particular bufinefs or calling, he was far from 
leading an idle life. Befides that which came upon him 
daily ; viz. the arguing with as many as he could induce to 
argue with him, he refumed the trade of authorfhip; and 
conceiving himfelf to be now qualified for attempts of anhigher 
reach than mere effays, he publifhed ‘* The Proteftant Dif- 
fenter’s Appeal to the candid Public.” The aim of this tra& 
feems to have been not fo much to conciliate the good will of 
the public towards diflenters, as to irritate and fet them.again{t 
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eftablifhments, and againft the eftablifhed clergy. His next 
piece was, ‘* Hints to Juries in Trials for Libel ;” which, 
as far as we can judge from an hafty perufal of fome of its 
pages, is, of itfelf, libellous. ‘* The Advantage of fettling 
Difputes by Arbitration,’’ is a fhort thing of a very different 
kind, being well calculated to promote peace and good will 
among men, and, as fuch, it isa publication that does the 
author great credit. The three pieces now named are fmall 
pamphlets, and anonymous. ‘They were followed by a fome- 
what more bulky performance, entitled ‘‘ A fhort Hiftory of 
the Perfecution of Chriftians,” &c. This appears to have 
been compiled chiefly from Dr. Prieftley’s Corruptions of 
Chriftianity ; of courfe it is almoft as full of error and corruption 
as that work on the authority of which it is chiefly founded. It 
concludes with a lengthy eflay on that never-failing topic of 
Mr. Robinfon’s {plenetic declamations ; viz. the inutility and 
the mifchief of eftablifhments. His laft work, with the ex- 
ception only of almoft daily contributions to moft of the perio. 
dical publications which take part with the wretched caufe 
that he efpoufes, is the book now before us. Whether it was 
written on his own mere notion, or enjoined him asa ta‘k, it 
is not for us to fay : this only we can fay, that if, in writing 
it, he found it poffible to perfuade himfelf that it could, in 
any way, promote the welfare and happinefs of his fellow- 
fubjeéts of thefe realms, then is it impoffible, in any way, to 
fet any bounds to the extenfive influence of felf-delufion. 

During his laft refidence in the North, Mr. Robinfon was 
deprived by death both of his wife and adaughter. Even this 
heavy calamity his philofophy enabled him to furmount ; for, 
in.a very fhort time, he fet off with the niece of his late wife 
—not to Gretna Green, but to Edinburgh, where he married 
her.. And now he once more returned to London ; where, 
after having been, for fome time, a partner in a fugar-baking 
houfe, he again quitted bufinefs ; and isnow, it is believed, 
wholly and folely employed as a writer by profeffion. He 
writes, as it is imagined, chiefly, for Meffrs. Johnfon and 
Phillips, in the Monthly Magazine: his pieces, or at leaft 
feveral of them, are figned Sinboran, which is a kind of ana- 
gram on hisfurname. He is alfo fuppofed to contribute largely 
tothe Analytical Review, under the fignature of A. R. which 
fignature is alfo annexed to a letter to Dr. Biffet in the laft 
Monthly Review. 

This.gentleman’s ftyle of thinking on fubjeéts of civil con- 
cern will be feen, with abundant clearnefs, in the courfe of 
our review of the work now in our hands. We {fhould be 
giad tg have it in our power to declare, with equal exaétnefs 
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and fidelity, what is the prefent ftate of his religious faith, 
But he Ins fhifted his creed fo often, and is indeed fo perfect 
a Proteus in religion, that we find ourfelves as much at a lofs to 
catch his living features, even whilft he is fitting for his pic- 
ture, as the poet was to deferibe his ‘‘ Cynthia of the Minute.” 
After long tofling to and fro on the troubled fea of enthufiafm, 
there is but teo much reafon to fear that, by a natural, and not 
unufual progrefs, he is now at length landed on the dreary 
and cheerlefs coafts of infidelity. 

In procuring, and thus publifhing, this fketch of the life 
and opinions of a man ftill living, whofe rank in the republic 
of letters is not pretended to be fuch as to have challenged fo 
very particular a notice, we have had other views befides thofe 
of g¢-atifying a very natural curiofity in our readers. If we 
do not deceive ourfelves, even thefe humble memoirs will 
fhew—we hope, fatisfadtorily, not only the rife and progrefs 
of individual Jacobinifm, but what kind of men are moft 
likely to be formed into Jacobins. ‘The prefcription is com- 
pendious :— Take a lad of lively parts, and half educate him 
at a grammar-f{chool, fo as that he may have fome little {mat- 
tering of the learned languages: when removed from thence, 
place him under the tuition of a thorough-paced diffenter, 
who may imbue his yet ductile mind with all ‘the dangerous 
doctrines and pofitions fo plentifully difperfed in the multi- 
farious writings of Dr. Prieftley: then remove him to Lon- 
don, and initiate him in debating focieties, {pouting clubs, 
&c. &c. Next, let there be proc ured for him, in fome noted 
conventicle, an appointment, if not as a.preacher, yet as a 
probationer ; where he may be regularly trained to pay his 
court to multitudes ; and, by being occafionally tickled with 
the {weet foothings of popular fame, learn not only to love it 
beyond all other gratifications, but learn alfo by what arts it is 
moft eafily acquired. Thus qualified for any fervice that even 
Jacobinifm may require, he may confidently look up to the 
patronage of any editor of a popular newfpaper, or any popular 
publifher ; whether he be wanted to pen newfpaper paragraphs, 
write eflays in the Monthly Magazine, reviews for the Ana- 
lytical ; or, taking a fomewhat wider range, elicit poifon 
{till more fubtle, by taking ‘* A View of the Caufes and 
Confequences of Wars in England. ”  Probatum eft. 

After this review of the author, we now, at length, come 
to a review of his book. Like fome other publications, it 
feems to us to have been thus invefted with the garb of hiftory, 
not for the fake of illuftrating hiftory, or any portion of 
hiftory, but merely as a commodious vehicle for the con- 
veyance of jacobinical poifon. Its oftenfible general purport 
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is, to demonftrate that this country has been a lofer by every 
war in which fhe has ever been engaged. This comprehenfive 

ofition, though certainly not fo indifputable as he imagines 
it is, we are not difpofed to difpute with him. We deteft, 
and we dread, all wars hardly lefs than Quakers profefs to do, 
even whilft we think it our bounden duty to encourage the 
profecution of that one in which it is the hap of onr nation to 
be now engaged, with all poflible vigour, and to the laft extre- 
mity. But we cannot fo readily concede to him another 
ftrange pofition, which ftares us in the face in almoft every 
page of his book ; viz. that thefe wars have uniformly been 

rought on the nation, wholly and folely, through the machi- 
nations of Priefts, Nobles, and Kings. The affertion is, in 
itfelf, abfurd, and impoflible to be true: even in his own 
book, he has (inadvertently we dare fay) fuffered feveral faéts 
to ftand, not yet explained away, which dire€tly refute it. 
It is a work, however, of too defultory a nature to admit of 
any regular analyfis: we fhall, therefore, (and we hope, with 
the approbation of our readers,) juft turn over its 240 pages 
in their order, and make our remarks on fome of its detached, 
but moft f{triking, paflages, not with any connection of fubje&, 
but juft as we turn to them in the book. 

It is dedicated to William Morgan, Efq. F. R. S. one of 
his affiduous fellow-labourers in the unhallowed employment 
of lowering, per fas aut nefas, the public f{pirit of the king- 
dom ; at leaft, as far as that {pirit, happily for the nation and 
for the world, is directed againft our prefent moft dreadful 
enemies, who are alfo the dreadful enemies of all the civilized 
world. This dedication fets out with a fentence fomewhat 
ambiguous and odd :---‘* You do not,”’ fays the dedicator, 
‘¢ at this moment, know that I have been employed in writing 
this work ” We fuppofe he meant to have it underftood, 
that Mr. Morgan did not know of his having been fo em- 
ployed, till the work was finifhed: but, framed as the fen- 
tence is, it muft, undoubtedly, have ftruck Mr. Morgan, as, 
at the firft view, it ftruck us, that he did not know of his 
friend’s having been fo employed even at the moment when 
he had the work in his hand, attefted by the writér’s name 3 
not difguifed, as, in the eye of a citizen, even Mr. Morgan’s 
mutt feem to be, by the annexation either of Efquire, or any 
other letters, which, however fignificant or honourable, are 
not in the coftume of the Directory of France. 

The following well-written and animated paffage, at the 
very entrance of his work, gives us no unfavourable fpecimen 


of our author’s talents :— 


‘¢ Cxfar returned to his country_full of glory, and meade that ufe 


ef his conquefts which conquerors always make: at the head of his 
victorious 
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¥ictorions army, he dictated laws to unhappy Rome, trampled upon 
her liberties, and made an ignorant foldiery, the inftruments of his 
power, deliver into the rapacious hands of their mafter, the fair 
inheritance of their own children. Thus are the people of every 
country abufed ; they, in the caufe of their mafters, every where act 
in contempt of danger and of death, and every where fee thofe 
tyfants impoverith and infult their defcendants, and trample their 
Honour in the dutt.’’ ». 2. 


Yet, in a work of which the avowed obje& is, to fhew that 
the people have generally been led to war and deftruction, by 
Kings, Nobles, and Priefts, and by them alone, it furely is 
inaufpicious to fet out with an inftance in which they were fo 
abufed, not by any perfon of the above defcription, but by one 
of themfelves, and he too one of the moft popular men that 
ever lived. It is, indeed, a dire&t proof of what he after- 
wards admits, though, in palpable contradiction to the whoie 


‘tenor of his book, viz. that ‘* republics as well as monar- 


chies,” and, as he might, with equal truth, have added, re- 

ublican leaders as well as Kings, * waite the treafure, and 
fpill the blood of their citizens on very trifling and ill-founded 
pretences.” We fufpeé our author’s information refpeGing 
Julius Czfar, to be as imperfe&t and inaccurate, as it mani- 
teftly is refpecting feveral of our Britifh Kings. 


‘¢ There is a truth neceffary to be well adverted to by all writers 
on thefe topics, which, however, Addifon, in his Cato, has con- 


cealed with great care ; it is, that Cato was the cavalier and tory of 


his time, who ftood up for prerogative ; and that Cefar, wile be 
was planning the deftruction of the republic, was the whig and patrox 
of liberty, who took every opportunity to extend the privileges of 
the people, wiih a view of heightening the diforder, which even 
then was too far gone. Pompey, who was alfo the patron of the 
people, took exactly the fame method, and for the fame reafon: and, 
from the event, we are warranted to infer, that there are wo /imits 
to the views of freedom like this, fhart of the defirufion of govern- 
ment; and that there is no ftage of government in which men are 
more impatient for new degrees of liberty, than when the common. 
wealth is upon the point of diffolution, for want of fufficient au. 


thority.”’ See Ufer’s Clio, or a Difcourfe on Taffe, P. 222. 
Thefe fuggeftions are not more feafonable, nor more appli-+ 


cable to the prefent circumitances of this country, than they 


are well founded and important ; they merit the efpecial 
attention of thofe perfons to whofe lot it falls either often to 
perule books, or often to hear fpeeches, complaining of en- 
croachments on the liberties of the people. 

To notice all the paflages in this book, in which Kings, 


‘Nobles, and Priefts, are blamed for all the difafters that have 
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at any time befallen our nation, would be equally tedious and 
difagreeable: a few of thefe, however, mutt here be fet 
down, if it be only to fhew, that we have not mifreprefented 
its general tendency, and alfo to juftify us for putting our 
readers on their guard again{ft its many very dangerous infi- 
nuations. 


¢* One King quarrelled with ano‘her, and the fubje¢ts of each were 
Jed out to flaughter and death.’’—‘* The conquering K:zg forgot the 
inftruments of his triumph, and difdained the defcendants of thofe 
who bled to eftablifh his power.’”’—‘* If we are to judge of the 
maxims of thefe Chrifian Kings by their conduét, it appears that 
they thought it right to feize the kingdom by any means, of which 
war and aiffailination were the moit common.’’ 


All thefe bold, unqualified, and ftrange affertions, are made 
in the fhort compafs of a fingle page. See P. 5. 


«© Egbert was the occafion of the death of more men than 
all the Monarchs of Europe have ever been inftrumental in 
preferving.’’ p. 7.—‘* A naked and obvious principle of robbery 
was gencrally the actuating motive of the contending Kimgs; but 
thea they robbed for themfelves, and the wretched people were 
led to flaughter, but never to reward.”’ Pp. 19.—** A tew Nobles, 
indeed, fhared in his fuccefs; for they generally were rewarded 
with the confifcated property of thofe whom they had affifted 
to conquer: but the people, the inftruments of all conqueft and all 
power, were neglected and contemned. Government appears, at this 
time, to be a combination of a/piring men, to fubdue and to devour 
the multitude, whofe ignorance firft made them foldiers, and then 
flaves.”’ Pp. 23.—** Thefe execrable wretches, for whom language 
affords no name, now. ftirred up a rebellion againft Edwi, by the 
hold that they, as prie/fs, had of the public mind, in thefe times of 
ignorance.’ Pp. 12.—‘* This King is much celebrated by the monkifh 
hiftorians for his virtues and talents ; but they are fufpicious evidence, 
as he was their fervant and patron.’’—“* This, however,’’ viz. the 
deftroying all the wolves in England, ‘‘ was not the beft tribure 
which he might have impofed : the heads of three hundred monks 
annually would have deftroyed a breed of animals far- more ferocious 
and deitruétive than the wolves of Wales.’’ Pp. 13. 


Such of our readers as can bear to go through this unvarying 
feries of hardy, illiberal, and grofsly falfe affertions, as little 
to be fupported by fair argument as by hiftorical evi- 
dence, are farther referred to p. 56—Pp. 62, 83, 92, 118, 
119, 129, and 159. We own we are fick and weary of 
tranfcribing fuch a farrago, and fhall be furprized and morti- 
fied if fuch quotations be not as difgufting and offentive to the 
public in general as they are to us. 

(To be continued.) 
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Art. II. Hore Biblice.—Accipe; fed facilis.—Printed in 
the Year 1797. 8vo.. Pp. 109. 


UCH is the whole title page of this work; no name of 
an author, printer, or publifher. In truth the book is 
not to be bought ; it is a donation to the favoured few, who 
are known to the author more or lefs remotely ; itis not like 
other printed books, pudb/ici Juris; no one has purchafeda right 
tocriticize it, as an ordinary work ; thofe who obtain it have 
an obligation conferred on them, and they are bound to re- 
ceive it on the terms prefcribed by the author ; as far as we 
are concerned, we will adhere tothem: Accipe fed facilis 
fhall be kept in view by us, in every thing we fay upon this 
literary prefent. 

Mr. Butler, a lawyer of Lincoln’s Inn, not a nominal, buta 
practifing lawyer, of confiderable occupation, as aconveyancer, 
is fuppofed to be the author of this little work. . The defign 
of the writer, and the expeétation of the reader, are explicitly 
limited, in the firft four lines: ‘* With a view to imprefs on 
the memory the refult of fome mifcellaneous reading on dif- 
ferent fubjects of BrpLicaL LITERATURE, the following 
notes were committed to paper.”’ We are here told at once, 
that he does not propofe any addition to the prefent ftock of 
biblical learning, but merely to put upon paper fome memo- 
randa, refulting from the refearch and difquifition of others, 

No fubject of literature has been more amply canvafled than 
this which Mr. B. has taken up. The books that have been 
written of and concerning the vo/ume of Holy Scriptures are 
fo numerous, that the difficulty is to make a choice amongft 
them, and prick out fome one fmooth and fure path to the 
knowledge of its hiftory, in all its branches. It has been the 
employ ment of many excellent writers to arrange and digeft 
fuch voluminous materials, and, out of them, to form works, 
that would give a general and comprehenfive view of Biblical 
Literature. Thefe are of different merit, and fuited to 
various ftages of ftudy, from the earlieft to the moft mature, 
under the name of Keys, Introductions, Prolegomena, Inter- 
preters, Bibliothecz, and the like. It is unneceflary to exhibit a 
particular lift of fuch works, which occur to any one conver- 
fant in this purfuit, on hearing the names of Gray, Percy, 
Collyer, Michaelis, Ernetti, Leufden, Lami, Le Long, Wal- 
ton, Calmet, Simon, Wolfius, Bengel, Wetiftein, Griefbach, 
Kéeanicot, Houbigant, Du Pin, and ‘others, too many to enu- 
merate. ‘Among fuch writings as thefe Mr. B. acknowledges 
to have empioyed fome of that leifure which his profeffion 

allows 
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allows him; and he pretends to nothing more than exhibiting 
2 general view of fome of their contents, in the compafs of 
fhort notes, that are the refult of his reading ; what informa- 
tion they will give he tells you as follows :— 


«¢ I, Some hiftory. of the rife and decline of the Hebrew language, 
including an account of the Mifhna, the Two Gamaras, and the Tar- 

ms: II. Some account of the Helleniftic language, principally 
with a view to the Septuagint verfion of the Bible: III. Some ob- 
fervations on the effect produced on the ftyl: of the New Teftamenr, 
rft. by the Helleniitic idiom of the writers ; 2dly, by the Rabbinical 
doétrines, current in Judza, at the time of Chrift’s appearance, and 
by the controverfies among the fects, into which the learned were 
then divided ; 3dly, by the literary purfuits of the Jews, being con- 
fined to their religious tenets and obfervations ; 4thly, by the poli. 
cal fubferviency of the Jews to the Romans; sthly, by their con. 
nection and intercourfe with the neighbouring nations ; and 6rhly, 
by the difference of the dialects, which prevailed among Jews thems 
felves: IV. Some account, rit, of the biblical literature of the 
middle ages ; zdly, of the induftry of the Monks ; and 3dly, of the 
induftry of the Jews, in copying Hebrew manufcripts: V. Some 
notion of the Maforah, and the Keri and Ketibh: VI. Some no- 
tion of the controverfy refpeCting the nature, antiquity, and utility 
of the vowel points: VII. Some general remarks,—1ft, on the 
hiftory of the Jews after their return from the Babylonith captivity to the 
birth of Chrift ; 2dly, on the perfecutions fuffered by the Jews ; 3dly, 
on their prefent ftate; 4thly, on their religious tenets; sthly, on 
the appellations of their doctors and teachers ; 6thly, on the Cabala ; 
athly, on their writers againft the Chriftian religion ; and 8thly, on 
their principles refpecting religious toleration: VIII. Some obfer- 
yations.on the nature of the Hebrew manufcripts, and the principal 
printed editions of the Hebrew Bible: IX. Some account of the 

incipal Greek manufcripts of the New Teitaments: X. Of the 
biblical labours of Origen: XI. Of the polyglottic editions of 
the New Teftament: XII. Of the principal Greek editions of the 
New Teftament: XIII. Of the oriental verfions of the New Tefta- 
ment: XIV. Of the Letin Vulgate: XV. Of the Englith tranf- 
lations of the Bible: XVI. Ot the divifion of the Bible into 
chapters and verfes: XVII. Some general obfervations on the na- 
ture of the various readings of the facred text, fo faras they may be 
fuppofed to influence the queftions refpecting its purity, authenticity, 
or divine infpiration.”” Pp. 1—3. 

It cannot be expected that fo many heads of enquiry fhould 
be purfued to a very minute detail in the compafs of 109 
pages, which make the whole of this little volume. In truth, 
we have nothing more than a very brief fummary of topics, 
which, when opened, we muft trace through fuch volumi- 


mous productions as thofe juft alluded to. As a fpecimen of the 
manner 
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manner in which Mr. B. has fhortly treated thefe biblical fub- 


jects, we will extra@ the following account of the various 
editions of the Polyglot Bibles :— 


<< XI. The firit and the mojt {piendid of the Polyglottic editions, 

is that of Comp/utum or Alcala. It is comprifed in fix volumes 
folio. The impreiiion was prinved off in 1517, but was not pub. 
lifhed till fix years after. The expence of the work, which amounted 
(it is faid) to fifty thoufand ducats, was wholly paid by Cardinal 
Ximnenes, one of the nobleft and faireft charatters chat ever appeared 
on the theatre of the world, § The variety, the grandeur, and the 
fuccefs of his ‘-semes, leave it doubtful,’ fays Doctor Robertfon, ¢ whee 
ther his fagaci:y in council, his prudence in conduct, or his boidnefs 
in execution, deferve the higheit praife. His reputation is till high 
in Spain, not only for wifdom but fanctity, and he is the only prime 
minifter mentioned in hiftory, whom his contemporaries reverenced 
as afaint, and to whom the people, under his government, afcribed 
the power of working miracles.’ An interefting and pleafing account 
of his earneftnefs in promoting the fuccefs of the work is given by 
the writers of his life. It is certain that hefpared no expence in col- 
lecting manufcripts; but whether he had any that were truly valu. 
able has been much doubted. The doubt gave rife to a literary con, 
troverfy in Germany, which was chiefly managed by Goeze and 
Semler ; the former denying, the latter afferting, the value of the 
Cardinal’s manuferipts. In 1784, when Profeffor Birch was engaged 
in his edition of the Bible, Profeflor Moldenhawer went to Alcala 
for the purpofe of difcovering the manufcripts, ufed in the Ximenian 
olyglot. After much enquiry he difcovered that, about thirty years 
wing they had been fold to a rocket-maker of the name of Toryo ; 
and the receipt given him for his purchafe was produced. Another 
objeGtion made to the edition, is, that the editors, in confequence of 
too high an opinion of the vulgate, and a mittaken zeal for the Chrif. 
tian religion, introduced, fometimes, in the Greek text, readings of 
the vulgate, which they did not find in the Greek manufcripts. ‘This 
int alfo was difcufled, at length, in the controverfy we have men- 
tioned. Six hundred copies only were printed off. The common price 
is from forty pounds to fixty. A fmall number (it is thought not 
more than four) were printed on vellum. One of thofe, at the fale of 
the Pinelli library, was fold to Count Macartney for four hundred 
and eighty-three pounds. For a typographical defcription of the 
work, fee De Bure’s Bibliographie initructive, theologie, art. 1. 
The Complutenfian polyglot was followed and excelled by the Po/y- 
glot of Antwerp, printed in that city in 1569—1572, in eight 
volumes folio, The Polyglot of Paris, printed in 1628—1645, in 
ten volumes folio, is one of the moft fplendid works that ever iffued 
from the prefs, It was printed at the expence of Monfieur Le Jay. 
Cardinal Richelieu offered to defray the whole coft of the impreifion, 
and give Le Jay the whole profit of the fale, on condition that he 
would let it pafs under his name. On the other hand, the bookfellers 
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of London offered him very advantageous terms, on condition that it 
fhould be called the London Polyglot : he refufed both offers. Un- 
fortunately the work had nota fale, fo that the editor was completely 
ruined by it. Lefs beautiful, but more accurate, and comprehending 
more than any one of the three preceding polyglots, is the Poly got of 
London, printed in 1657, in fix volumes, to which the Lexicon 
Heptaglotton of Caftell, in two volumes folio, is ufually added. 
Bryan Walton, afterwards Bifhop of Chefter, was the editor of it. 
‘Twelve copies of it were printed on large paper: one, of great 
beauty, is in the library of St. Paul’s cathedral ; another was in that 
of the Count de Lauraguais. “The Leipfie Polyglot, publifhed in two 
volumes folio, in 1750, contains the text, according to the Maforitic 
revifion, with the points ; the Septuagint from Grabe’s edition of the 
Alexandrine manufcript, corre¢ted as far as could be, by Origen’s 
afterifks and obelufes ; with a Latin tranflation of it by Schmidius, 
and with Luther’s tranflation, and notes of the various readings of 
the Vatican and other principal manufcripts, and with phiivlogical 
and explanatory notes. The cheapnefs of this edition makes it an 
ufeful {ubititute for the former polyglots.”” p. 78—81. 

We cannot refrain from noticing the following paffage 
refpeCting the fpirit of toleration, which is fuppofed to be 
dictated by the religion of the Jews :— 


‘© It is a miftake to fuppofe the Fews an intolerant people.— 
They hold all mén obliged to obferve, what are called the feven pre- 
cepts of the fonsof Noah. 'Thefe are—ift, not to commit adult ery 
2dly, not to blafpheme ; 3dly, to appoint juft and upright judges ; 
4thly, not to commit inceft ; gthly, not to commit murder; 6:hly, 
not to rob or fteal; and 7thly, not to eat a member of any living 
creature. But they hold the Jews alone obliged to conform to the 
Sinaitic covenant, or law of Mofes. ‘They fay it was a covenant be- 
tween God and the Jews ; that the Jews, therefore, are bound to the 
performance of it; but that it is not~ binding on the reft of mankind. 
Thofe who forfake idolatry, and profefs to follow the precepts of 
Noah, are called by them pro/e/ytes of the gate; ava, while the Jewith 
government exifted, were permitted to live among them. Thote who 
take on them the obfervance of the whole law, are called pro/e/yres 
of juftice or righteoufue/s; they are initiated to it by ablution, facri- 
fice, and circumcifion ; and are therefore confidered to be Jews, for all 
purpofes, except intermarriages, from which fome nations are exclu- 
ded for ever, others till after the third generation.’’ . p. 61—62. 


We can add our teftimony, from the knowledge we have 
of the fentiments of the learned Jews, that this is the light in 
which they view the Chriftians, and all the world ; and they 
afflume to themfelves a praife of moderation and univerfal 
benevolence, which, they fay, is unknown to other religions, 
which too often fuggeft that no falvation is to be obtained but 
within the pale of their own belief. 
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We cannot let pafs this piece of Jewith tradition, relative 
to the precepts delivered to Noah, without remarking, that 
the prohibition, ‘‘ not to eat a member of any living crea- 
ture,” had efcaped the memories of all our learned men, when 
they joined to explode Mr. Bruce’s narrative of fuch a feait, 
as grofsly improbable. We believe that this fingle fact, more 
than any other circumftance, contributed to bring that gentle- 
man’s travels into difcredit ; but here we fee that there was, in 
early times, a propenfity in men to feed on animals while 
alive, according to the interpretation put by the Rabbins on 
fome paflages in the books of Mofes ; fo that there exifted 
very confiderable authority for the fuppofition, whether the 
practice really prevail or not in Abyffinia at the prefent day. 

We have before declared that, according to our eftimate of 
literary exertion, Mr. B. ought to be criticifed.with great 
lenity ; we fhall therefore not be curious in difcovering 
faults, which, by our rule, are not to be marked with con- 
demnation. Some few flips might be noticed without giving 
Mr. B. any pain: The Philoxenian manufcript, for example, 
was not firlt publifhed by Dr. Ridley, but by Dr.White from 
Dr. Ridley’s tranfcript. (p.92.) “he Coptic is not the lan- 
guage of the Egyptian peafants, (/brd.) if we may believe our 
modern travellers; but it is confined wholly to the facred 
offices, like the Syriac in Syria. We are told thofe called 
Copts fpeak a corrupt Arabic. We doubt much whether 
Mr. Matclef’s method (Pp. 30, 31,) fhould be called “*a com- 
plete fubftitute’’ for the Hebrew vowel points. The note 
relating to the conferences among the Jews in the laft century, 
on the coming of the Mefliah, (from Pp. 47 to 57,) making full 
a tenth part of the book, is out of proportion, and much too 
diffufe for fuch a point, which is not properly a piece of bibli- 
cal literature ; and, befides, the whole ftory may be feen in 
the Phenix, a book to be had at any bookfellers. 

Without looking farther for inaccuracies, we rather return 
to the fatisfaction we firft exprefled at feeing a gentleman of 
Mr. B.’s occupation give his mind to fuch purfuits; and we 
mott heartily recommend this little manual, not only to thofe 
who are uninformed in thefe matters, but to thofe who are 
acquainted with them, and are therefore qualified to forma 
judgement on this attempt to bring them mto general notice. 


Ast. 
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Art. IIL. Obfervations on the Political Condué? of the 


Proteftant Diffenters ; including a retro fas View of their 
Hiftory from the Time of Queen Elizabeth. In Five Letters 
toa Friend. By the Rev. David Rivers, late Preacher to 
a Congregation of Diflenters at Highgate. 8vo. Pp. 42. 
Price 1s. Rivingtons, London. 1798. ‘ 


Ul jes obfervations are worthy of particular attention, 
becaufe they proceed trom one who, having, as he in- 
forms us, received his education among that body of fectaries 
swhofe conduct he now holds up to public cenfure, and, ‘* for 
a feries of years, made it a point to ftudy their political cha- 
racter and bias,” is, of courfe, well qualified for the tafk he 
has undertaken to fulfil. ‘The motives which he ailigns for 
undertaking it—and we fee no reafon to doubt his vera- 
city—are “‘ the exifting circumftances of the times,’ and a 

ft fenfe ‘© of his duty as a loyal fubje&t.”” We heartily 
wifh that thefe motives would operate more generally ; and 
Jead to more frequent exertions of public utility. 

Mr. R. begins by ftating, ‘‘ asa colleétive body of men (for 
there are fome truly loyal and excellent individuals among 
them*) the proteftant diffenters have been aiming to adopt 
Dr. Prieftley’s elegant term, ‘* to undermine and blow up the 
conftitution.”” It is the object of the publication before us to 
fubftantiate this grave and heavy charge. ‘The author, how- 
ever, difclaims all intention or wifh to retrench or abridge any 
“* of the privileges which the diffenters are fo juf#/y permitted 
to enjoy, tor conference fake.” ‘They have a right to worfhip 
God in their own way, but “ they have no right to negle@ 


to pray for the King ;t they have no right to {tir up the flames 
of 





* To the truth of this obfervation we cheerfully bear teftimony. 
The late Dr. Brewer of Stepney, and the prefent Mr. Toone, come 
precifely within this defeription. Reviewer. 

+ The exiftence of fuch a right will fcarcely become an objett of 
contention. But we fubmit, with great deference, to the Bi/Zop of 
London, whofe chara€ter and fituation are alike calculated to com, 
mand refpect, the impropriety of fuffering a minifter of the efablifoed 
church, within his own diocefe, to omit the prayer ordered to be 
read in all churches and chapels, in time of war, for the fuccefs of 
his Majefty’s arms ? His Lordfhip will eafily call to his recollection 


_ @ remonftrance prefented to him on this fame fubject, more than two 


years ago ;—the very proper reply of his Lordfhip is xoqw before us ; 
we thall, therefore, only add, that we fear his Lordfhip has been 
: deceived 
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of fedition, and to become the firebrands of the ftate ; they 
have no right to propagate French principles, or to become 
United Irifhmen. Sucu, however, HAS BEEN THEIR CON- 
pucrT.” (Pp. 2.) He then proceeds to trace the political con- 
duct of the diflenters from the days of Calvin. 


*¢ This four and morofe reformer was unqueftionably a republican ;* 
his ideas are peculiarly narrow and illiberal. He was a rigid enemy 
to thofe decent rites and ceremonies which the Englifh church had 
retained; he wifhed to ftrip religion of all its trappings, and was an 
advocate for a paxer-modte of worfhip.’’ 


Of the well known difciple of Calvin, the reformer of 
Scotland, Mr. R. thus {peaks : 


«© But, Sir, if you wifh for a portrait of a defperate puritanical. 
reformer, contemplate the chara¢ter, and read the biography, of John 
Knox. He it was who blew the trumpet of fedition againft the un- 
fortunate and beautiful Queen of Scots—who publifhed ‘ The Firf 
Blaft of the Trumpet againit the Monftrous Regimen of Women,’— 
who, after delivering an exhortation to the Queen, jocofely faid, ¢ I 
made the hyena weep.t”’ 


Whoever wifhes to fee the character of this arch-rebel 
more ably and more fully pourtrayed, may refer to the Rev. 
John Whitaker’s excellent Vindication of Mary Queen of 
Scots. 

The author imputes the murder of our firft Charles, 
and the deftruction of the monarchy and hierarchy which 
enfued, to the machinations of ‘the diifenters. And he gives 





— 


deceived by the agents whom he employed in the enquiry which he 
romifed to inftitute, as we can affure him, that the ground of com- 
plaint ftill fubfifts. 

His Lordthip, we are perfuaded, will commend our folicitude on 
this point ; and will agree with us, that thefe are not times when the 
tolerance of a relaxation of principle, or of difcipline, can be viewed 
with indifference.—For our own part, HIGH CHURCHMEN, from 
education, from principle, from conviction, we fhall diligently and 
inceffantly watch over the interefts of the national eftablifhments, in 
church as in ftate. We have taken upon ourfelves a high and im- 
portant truft;- and, unmoved by threats, undeterred by fears, no 
earthly inducement fhall ever lead us to betray it. 

* ¢<See the mafterly obfervations on the political principles of Calvin, 
by that eminently learned Prelate, Dr. Horfley, Bithop of Rochefter, 
annexed to his eloquetit Sermon before the Houfe of Peers, Jan. 30, 
1793.” 

* &€ See Seward’s Anecdotes, Vol, 1,” 
’ the 
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the following account of their condu&t, when, by the fuccefs 
of their plans, they had eftablifhed their fway. 


«¢ But, Sir, let us now take afurvey of the behaviour of thofe men, 
when armed with power, thofe meek and pious faints, who were for 
ever ‘ feecking the Lord.’ And by confulting the annals of that 
time you will find nothing but zato/erance practifed by thofe very men 
who had fo toudly exclaimed againft it. Surely that was a time 
when fome of the * fruits of the gofpel’? might have been ex- 

*€ted to have been evidenced by men who acknowleded no King but 
King Fefus, and who arrogated to themfelves the title of chofen of 
the Lord. Not content with hurling the Bifhops from their feats of 
eminence, deftroying every veftige of epifcopacy, demolifhing the 
firft reliques of antiquity, and violating the facred afhes of the dead, 
they perfecuted the clergy of the eftablifhment with vigour and unpa- 
ralleled cruelty. The moft eminent piety, or the greateft talents, 
could not — its poffeffor, if a minifter of the Church of England, 
from their ruthlefs barbarity.* The venerable Bifhop Hall was not 
only deprived of all his church preferments, but his library and 
houfehold goods were feized and put up to fale. Speaking of thefe 
villainous tranfactions, the aged arid pious Prelate thus expreffes him- 
felf: ‘ The fequeftrators fent certain men to appraife all the goods 
that were in my houfe, which they accordingly executed with all‘di- 
ligent feverity, not leaving me fo much as a dozen of trenchers, or 
my child’s pictures, out of my curious inventory ; yea, they would 
have appraifed our very wearing apparel, had not fome of them de. 
clared their opinion to the contrary.’ Surely thefe holy marauders 
were types of the modern French. 

«¢ Nor was it to the clergy they limited their infamious extortions 
and peculations, every loyaliit had his eftate fequeftered. Thefe were 
the glorious times when diffenters held the reins of power. Thank 
God, it was only for a fhort period! Such was the fituation, the dif. 
aftrous fituation of this country when Oliver Cromwell+ was Pro- 
tector; Owen, Vice Chancellor of Oxford; ‘Goodwin, Prefident of 
Magdalen Hall ; Praife God Barebones, Speaker of the Houfe of Com. 
mons; and when the members of the fenate, and in faét, all perfons 
in power, affixed long fcripture fentences to their names. I have feen 
a lift of the grand jury for the county of Suffex at that period, where, 
among other curious names, I noticed the two following : ¢ Kill Sin 
Pimple,’ and ‘ Stand Fait in the Faith Stringer.’ Pooks with 
fuch titles as the following were then publifhed : * Heaven taken by 
Storm,’ ‘ Crumbs of Comfort for the Chickens of the Covenant,’ 
‘ A Whip and Spur for a heavy a——d Chriftian.’? § A gentle 
Shove for a Believer’s Crupper.’’ 





* «© See Walker’s Sufferings of the Clergy.’’ 


+ «© This is not defigned to apply to Oliver Cromwell’s political 
conduct when at the head of affairs,’ 
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From that time ‘o ‘he pref2nt the author maintains, that 
thefe feétaries have ‘‘ always fhewn a bitter hatred to the 
church eftablifhment, and hi frequently proved dangerous 
to the ftate.” ‘* Gordon,’’ he favs, ‘ in his ‘ Indepen dent 
Whig,’ and Baron in his ¢ Pi ‘lars ot Prieftcraft thaken,” 
evidenced the true fpirit of the fect.” 

Mr. R. informs us, that 


‘© The parents of Mr. Wilkes were diffenrers; his father was.a 
prefbyrerian, and attended a diffeni nz meeringy where afterwerds I 
preached for nearly two years. John wes educated in all the demo. 
cratical fpirit of the fect, and from that early taint we may attribute 
his fubfequent virulent oppofition to government. After being the 
completeft debauchee and rake, and publithing his infamous * Effay 
on Woman,’ he commenced the Hero of Liberty ; under which fpe- 
cious pretence he juggled the multitude, and made thempgntertain he 
higheit ideas of his political integrity, while he was only j/é:ng for 
a place! 

** Round the ftandard of * Wilkes and Liberty’ the non-con- 
formifts flocked in crowds; they highly extolled the virtue and | 
triotif{m of the man who had bial she med the Chriltian relizion, ar 
became warm, but very weak, partifatis of his caufe. A D ffenterand 
a Wilkite were fynonimous terms. ‘This was their boafted attach- 
ment to the Houfe of Hanover! this their gratitude for privileges un. 
known to, and unpoffeffed by, their forefathers !’’ 

During our conteft with the American colonies, the dif 
fenters, with Dr. Price, ‘* that firebrand of fedition,” at their 
head, were particularly active in thwarting the interefts of the 
parent ftate. 


*¢ Succefs to the Americans,’’ and ‘ General Wafhington,’ were 
the ftanding favourite toafts among the diffenters. One of their mi. 
nifters (Dr. Gardox) went over to America, with the exprefs pur- 
pofe of fpiriiing wp the Colonies to rebellion. He was fettled at 
Roxburgh, and I have now before me one of his pulpit orations, de- 
livered on a faft day, to Congrefs.—This man, after the peace, had 
the effrontery to come back to England, and publith * The Hiftory 
of the American War,’ in 4 vols. 8vo. profeffedly written to mif- 
reprefent and give a falfe ftatement of the occurrences of the war. 
You will naturally furmife, that the Doctor mutt have a tolerable 
fhare of impudence, and from his account of fome of the prin. 
cipal engagements, you may judge, ‘ iie was never whipped for 
lying.’ P. 21, 

In his comments on the inceffant efforts of the fect to ob- 
tain a repeal of the Corporation and Teft-aéts, on which fub- 
jet the author entertains very juft and co: [ti utional ideas, he 
controverts, with fuccefs, a moft falfe poiition advanced by 
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the Bishop of Lanparr, in a charge to his clergy, delivered 
in the fummer of 1791 ; viz. ‘‘ That civil incapacity, brought 
upon men by law, ts an evil affeGing their property and cha- 
racter, and that exclufion from civil offices is perfecution.” 
This affertion of his Lordfhip, ‘‘ a warm friend to the dif- 
fenters, and an advocate for the repeal of thofe ads,” is 
afcribed, by Mr. R. to the “ /pirit of party.” —Without in- 
veltigating the motive which gave birth to it, we fhall content 
ourfelves with condemning the affertion as unfounded in it‘elf, 
and as dangerous, when applied tothe laws in queftion, which 
we mutt ever confider as infeparably conneéted with the exift- 
ence of our prefent eftablifhments. 

The revolution in France was viewed by the diffenters 
«¢ with an enthufiafm bordering upon frenzy,” and every clafs 
of them, we are told, ‘‘ agrecd in hailing this aufpicious 
event.” A obfervations of Mr. Burke, on the famous po- 
litical fermon preached by Dr. Price, at the Old fury, mutt 
be frefh in the memory of every man ; but there are other fer- 
mons, compofed in the fame fpirit, and delivered by diifenting 
preachers, which are lefs known. ‘The following is an ex- 
tra@t from one of this defcription :— 


«¢ What are all the amazing revolutions that have taken place in 
the governments of this world, but the /grrrted and fuccefsful exertions 
of men, who, when they faw their miferies beyond remedy, declared 
them to be paft endurance! What, but the vigorous and applauded 
efforts of fuch individuals and ftates, to regain the liberty in which 
God and nature had made them free !’* ‘The day has dawned, and 
the day-ftar has rifen in the hearts of all men ; and in that knowledge 
which pervades the world, we have a greater fecurity for the Liberty 
and happinefs of the world, than tex thoufand charters or Ais of 
Parliament !’+ In-Dr. Price’s difcourfes £ on the love of our 
country,’ you will find numerous paflages of a more dangerous ten- 
dency.*” P. 29—30. 


The condué& of the diffenters, during the laft five years, is 
thus delineated :— 

“¢ The diffenters, fince the death of Price, and the exile of Prieft- 
ley, have been more then ever the partifans of French democracy. 
Dr. Price lived not to fee the death of Louis XVI. ; the elevation 
and infernal tyranny of Robefpicrre; Dr. Price lived not to fee the 
nation of France avowing, in the face of alk Eurepe, their ditbelicf 














* «€ Sermon preached at Peckham, Surrey, Nov. 2, 1788, by 
the Rev. R. Jones, Pp. 23.” 
+ * bid, Pp. 26.’’ . 
of 
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of the exiftence of a God ;—perhaps, had he lived to fuch a period, 
he probably might have altered his ideas, on feeing ‘God's falyation’ 
exemplified in the French nation. But the diffenters have uniformly 
ftuck by the French, even when they were atheifts ; even during the 
reign of Robefpierre ; they have joined in all the combinations of dif- 
affected men, to attempt a revolution here ; and their meeting-houfes 
(with a very trifling exception) have been converted into af mblies of 
fedition, ‘Think me not fevere; I appeal to faéts—facts, that muit 
fpeak home to every man’s bofom. 

“ As to calling the King a fool and a blockhead; refufing to pray for 
him in their pubiic worfhtp ; drinking fuccefs to the French ; adorn- 
ing their parlours with portraits of Buonaparte, Tom Paine, Horne 
Tooke, and others; and, perhaps, a little ivory guillotine in fome 
fly corner; I pafs over fuch circumftances as thefe ; what 1 limit my- 
felf to, is their plotting treafon. ‘That the diflenters were active 
members of the London Correfponding Society, is an im@ontrovertible 
truth. Thomas Hardy, who was tried for treafon, and who was the 
leading man in the fociety, is @ member of a diffenting church, the 
pafar of which, by his conduct, nearly efcaped being placed in a 
fimilar condition. The following anecdote, relating to this prows and 
Lyyal fociety of non-cons, is worthy your notice: Upon a Sunday 
previous to the laft faft-day but one, a minifter preached, (not the 
minifter of the place,) who afterwards gave notice, that fervice would 
be performed there on the faft-day. Though he himfelf was a demo- 
crat, he had got among a ftill more defperate fet ; they thronged 
about him as he came from the pulpit, and demanded, ‘ who gave 
him authority to mention about the obfervance of. a faft-day ; they 
knew no King there but Jefus.’—Thelwall’s lediures were principally 
attended by diffenters. Upon Hardy’s trial a diffenting minifler ap- 
peared to his character. 

«¢ jeremiah Joyce, chaplain to Earl Stanhope, was brought up at 
Hackney college, and was a diffenting minifter. On the very firft 
Sunday after his acquittal at the Old Bailey, he preached at the moft re- 
{pectable meeting-houfe the diffenters have in the metropolis, the Rev. 
Mr. Tayler’s, Carter Lane, St. Paul’s. 

«© Can any perfon dare to fay, that this was not flying in the face of 
government moft audacioufly ? Treafon was not proved againft Mr. 
Joyce, but enough was proved to fhow he was a dangerous man, an 
enemy to government ; notwithiianding, the diflenters cordially re- 
ceived him into their fociety again, asa teacher. Good God! if 
they had not been fworn enemies to the government, they never could 
have atted fuch a part: 

‘© But again, you recollect Mr. Winterbotham (an affiftant preacher 
at a diffenting chapel in the country) being fully convicted of preach- 
ing fedition ?—He was fentenced to be imprifoned in Newgate ; but 
the moment he was releafed, the diflenters in London /olicsted him to 
preach amorg them: and the firft Sunday of his being at large, he 
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actually preached to crowded audiences in Devon‘hire-freet, Bithop® 
gate-ftreet. 

«© This is plain and indifputable evidence of the diffenters’ attachment 
to-the Houfe of Hanover !—or rather, is it not proof dire of their 
attachment to the French Directory ? 

*¢ But, Sir, this is not all. ‘Thomas Paine, the apoftle of anarchy, 
was a diffenter, and (I have heard) once an itinerant preacher.<-The 
known predilection of the diflenters for the writings of this gentleman 
is evident, not only from the immenfe number of copies of § she 
Rights of Max,’ bought and diftributed by them, but alfo by the fol- 
lowing circumftance. When that treatife was in manufcript, and the 
policy of publifhing it was under difcuffion, left it fhould not be cir- 
culated, numbers of diffenters wrote out copies of it ; which were mot 
induftrioufly diftributed, and copies taken from them: fo that had it 
never appeared iz print, it would have had a rapid circulation in a 
clandefting andypr:vate manner. 

“To proceed. The moft obnoxious writers againft government, 
and in behalf ofthe pretended rights of man, have been brought up 
by, or clfe are now among, the diflenters, Godwin, the author of Po- 
litical Juftice, was a diffenting minifter at Beaconsfield ; Gilbert 
Wakefield is a diffenter; Frend, who was expelled the Univerfity of 
Cambridge, now affociates with diffenters ; the conductors of the 
Monthly Review are diffenters ; the condu¢tors of the Analytical 
Review are diffenters; the chief conductors of the Critical Review 
aré diffenters !—Benjamin Flower, the printer and editor of a Cam- 
bridge paper (well known for its oppofition to government) is a dif. 
fenter. And among thofe perfons who have been conviéted of high 
treafon, as before alluded to, we fhall find them altogether diffenters. 
‘Thomas Muir, Fyfche Palmer, Gerald, and Skirving, all prefbyte- 
rians. 

‘© The diffenters are almoft exclufively the purchafers of the Jaco. 
bin prints. The Morning Chronicle and The Courier are chichy fup- 
ported by diffenters f 

«¢ Do you, my dear Sir, wifh for more irrefragable and inconteftible 
proofs, that the diflenters are a body inimical to the tlate ?’’ 


In his poftfcript, Mr. R. fays— 


«¢ In addition to what I have ftated, I cannot help adverting to the 
conduct of the diflenters, as to the volwmtary contributions. ‘To their 
eternal difgrace be it faid, that at a crifis the moit important the an- 
nals of this-country afford ; when threatened with an invafion, though 
called upon by the chief magiftrate of the city (though circular letters 
were fent to their mzwi/fers to exhort them to contribute) neither w27- 
fiers nor people Rirred one ftep in the bufiaefs ; byt treated the letters 
and the contributions with the moft fovereign comtempt.. Will they, 
after this conduct, dare to ftyle themfelves * loyal fubjects ?? Oh 
thame, where is thy blufh !*’ 
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We have given fuch cepious extracts from the work 
before us as will enable our readers to form their own judge- 
ment of its merits. As a literary compolition it is highly 
defective. The aukward conftruction of the fentences, the 
occafional vulgarifms, and the deviations from grammatical 
accuracy, which appear in different parts, fufficiently prove 
that the author is little accuftomed to literary compofition. 
Lx: grat:—* James had feen too much of fanaticifm for to 
encourage,” &c. (p.6.) ‘* Was (were) not the courage and 
vigour,” &c. (P. 20.) It is ev ident that Mr. R. has paid 
more attention to mafter than to manner ; and, indeed, the 
im portance of the former amply compe enifates for all the defe&ts 
ui the latter. If he be correct imhis ftatement of faé?s, we do 
not fcruple to fay, that the diffenters, collectis ‘ely, (for there 
are many honourable exceptions, taken inc dividually, ) are the 
moit dangerous enemies which the country has fo encounter. 

In corroboration of the conclufions of Mr? Rivers, on this 
interefting fubje@, we thall fubjoin fame farther flatements, 
with which we have been fav oured, by a moft intelligent and 
re{pectable correfpondent :--- 

‘The uncommon zeal and a&tivity with which the diffenters 
have endeavoured to difleminate their political principles, and 
to overturn the eftablifhed conftitution in church and {tate, are 
notorious. Being baffled in thefe daring attempts by the good 
fenfe and rifing {pirit of the nation, they have lately purfued 
another courfe ; they have attempted to promote their defigns 
by means of religion, and by fending forth miflionaries of 
their do&trines, under the name of diflenting minifters, in dif- 
ferent parts of the kingdom, 

It appears from unquettionable authority, that in the ¢/o- 
cefe of Salifoury alone, not lefs than forty meeting-houfes have 
been licenfed within this laft year; whereas upon an average 
of eighteen preceding, not more than feven or eight were 
annually licenfed. What renders this circumftance peculiarly 
‘alarming, is, that in general thefe meeting-houfes are not in 
the great towns, where the inhabitants are capable of paying 
the preachers, but in the neighbouring villages, where the 
inhabitants are fo poor as not to be able to indemnify them. 

There is, therefore, the ftrongeft prefumption to conclude, 
that aflociations are formed for the purpofe of maintaining 
itinerant preachers, who, with their religious doctrines, pro- 
pagate fentiments of difaffe@tion to the eftablithed government, 
The fame line of conduét has been univerfally followed by the 
difatfected in former periods. ‘The cafe of the independents 
during the civil commotions, in the reign of Charles the Virtt, 

Uu3 is 











ee 








634 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


is too well known to be enlarged upon. . The authentic papers, 


_recently publifhed in Coxe’s Memoirs of Sir Robert Walpole, 


fupply a fimilar inftance of the conduét of the Jacobites foon 
after the acceflion of George the Firtt. 

Mr. Poyntz, confidential fecretary to Lord Townfhend, in 
a private letter to Horace Walpole, brother of Sir Robert 
Walpole, dated Hampton Court, O&. 5, 1716, thus ex- 
prefies himfelf :— 


«* Every thing is very quiet in England at prefent, and Jacobitifm 
vifibly lofes ground in the home counties ; but in the weftern and 
inland parts, and in Wales, the difaffection is as violent as ever, and 
ripe for rebellion. The prefent game of the Facabites is to erect a 
many meeting houfes as they can, and to mix religion with their 
political quarrels, that they may gain the furer hold ou their profes 
Lytes. One Spinks has lately been feized, who appears to be a 
Bifhop, afd one of the treafurers of the party, accounts appearin; 
among his pepers of 16, cool. diftributed among the poor non-jur 
parfons, being partly conrributions, and partly “tegacies of the Lads 


Coveniry, Dr. South, Neifon, Hicks,”? &c. °Vol. Il. p. 79- 
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Art. IV.  Britifh public Charaéers of 1798. (Printed for R 
Phillips. ) Price 8s. Lee and Hurft, London.. 1798. 


IVING biography, if well executed, might be rendered 

very entertaining and ufeful. It might afford to the 
philofophical, political, and literary hiftorian, many ufeful 
materials, which might be otherwise loft. We agree with 
the editor, that *‘ a cotemporary biographer is better able to 
colle& faés, than he who writes the lives of deceafed per- 
fons.’’ But every man who fuppofes himfelf literary has 
not opportunities of inveftigating biographical truth ; ftilf 
fewer have the power of forming general conclufions from the 
faéts which they may know. Many, though acquainted 
with its details, cannot appreciate character. Biographers, 
as well as hiflorians, protefs impartiality. But there are 
many cafes wherein no partiality is intended, in which erro- 
neous ftatement and falfe judgement take place from the want 
of difcrimination and comprehenfion. 

In the prefent publication we fee numberlefs marks of 
that partiality which might miflead judgement, but very few 
of thofe talents, which, if impartially exerted, could have 
produced ufeful biography. 

In the dedication to the King, the profeffed object of the 


work is, to enable that augnft perfanage to acquire a-diftin® and- 
pe articular 
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particular’; amelie of the re[pecti ve merits, aétions, and cha- 
rafters of his fubjcs. «© That” fays the dedication, “ your 
Majetty may ‘THUS, in'fome meafure, be enabled to appre- 
ciate their diftinguithed talents, to refpe@ their illuftrious vir- 
tues, aad to reward their ufeful and meritorious ations.’ 
The obje&, as we perceive, from thefe words, is not fo much 
to afford inftruGtion to’pofterity as to inform his Maje{ty who 
of his! fubje@s are good, and who bad, and to TEACH our 
King to reward merit as fet before him by R. Phillips and Co.! 
Who this R. Phillips is, our readers pretty well know: what 
he is, they can have no doubt. Were we to enquire into his 
enealogy, it is not unlikely we might trace it up to Paul 
hillips, who, in the feign of Queen Anne, as P. P. clerk 
of a-parifh, convened at an alchoufe a club of difcontented 
mechanics ; wseomeurs out his cenfure of i!luftrious charac- 
ters, and profefled to inftrudét the Sovereign and Miniitry. But 
let us defcend from his genealogy vad hiltory, to this per- 
formance executed by R. Phillips, or under his aufpices! 

The chara@ers are evidently the produétions of different 
writers, and exhibit a moft chequered fy{ftem of polities and 
religion. In one thing, however, moft of them agree ; they 
are ignorant of the fubjedts they affect to defcribe ; endeavour 
to fupply their deficiency of ‘materials by the crottelt la- 
giarifm ; and, after all this aid, exhibit mott imperfect 
hikenefles. 

The ailortment of characters appears tobe merely at random, 
without any. view to uniformity of obje&. The moft hete- 
rogeneous cither in natural talents, purfuits, and fituation. in 
life, are huddled together, This objeétion, however, applies 
only to the arrangement. Although we might not expect to 
fee Sir John Sinclair and Mr. Rof oe: pk .ced torether ; Mr, 
Abraham Newland and Mr. Charles Fox ; the Bithop of 
Salifbury and the Duke of Norfolk ; yet, had the chara€ters 
been well drawn, we fhould have overlooked the di {pofition. 
The firft portrait. in the piece is that of Lord Moira. Itis, 
indeed, neceflary. to. have his name fuperfcribed, as the re- 
femblance cannot be found out trem cither the lines or colour- 
ing, .Phe account confilts of a few tacts and dates re!pecting 
his Lordthip’ s commiflions, and moit noted. military ex- 
ploits,. which every one knew; with foch additional “inec- 
dotes, as whoever did not, might know, by reading Ficlding’s 
Peerage. In the facts, there is nothi ng new in the : 
pelitical,, military, intellectual, or mora! 


a 


iracte r, 
, m the f{malleft 
degree, appropriate to the Earl of Moira. In this churséter 
there is nothing, therefore, that could enable a Monarch, or 
any other perfonage, to fee either merit or demerit. 
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In the life of Mr. Abraham Newland, there is 2 common 
place fketch of the hiftory of banks and banking, which has 
no relation to his life. We are told, refpeGting himfelf, that 
he is near feventy years old, has been fitty years in the Bank, 
in fummer rides in the Iflington ftage coach, and drinks tea 
at Highbury ! : 

The account of the Earl of Liverpool mentions feveral of 
his promotions, but does not mark the literary talents, the 
7 iy and, efpecially, the commercial, knowledge and phi- 
ofophy to which his advancement has been owing. To draw 
fuch a man as the Earl of Liverpool is not the work of a 
dauber. 7 : 

“The fkctch of Charles Fox is the produétion of one evi« 
dently partial to his politics, but very unequal to the t-tk of 
exhibiting his moral and intellectual charaéter ; his political, 
either invitfelf, or as refulting from the nature and habits of 
his affections agd underitanding, combined with the circum- 
ftances, private and public, in which he has been placed. 
The narrative is- merely a compound of accounts that have 
been publifhed repeatedly in newfpapers, or a very imperfect 
abridgement of parts of the tables of contents of the Annual 
Regilter. In this attempted defcription of Fox, jacobinical 

olities firft make their appearance. The vifionary theories 
of Sidney and Locke are celebrated by one who appears to 
have ftudied them at fecond or third hand. Far as we are 
from approving of the political condué of Mr. Fox, we ftill 
admire the force of his genius, and with indignation view fo 
great a fubject exhibited by fo weak and bungling an artift. 

The character of Mr. Pitt is drawn by a perfon evidently 
differentin principles, and fuperior in powers to the plafterer 
of Mr. Fox. Indeed, by the latter, our minifter is repre- 
fented as the violator of our conftitution, whereas by the 
former, he is drawn more truly as its fupporter and preferver. 
Some of his moft trying fituations, and moft able councils and 
actions, are exhibited, not without ability, but his mind is 
not characterifed with fufficient precifion, ‘Thatecombination 
of intelle&t, temper, and habits, which are neceflary to the 
wife planning; the firm, vigorous, and beneficial conduct 
of great and complicated affairs, in untried fituations of extra- 
ordinary difficulty, is not here exhibited. We truft, fome 
man of more profound inveftigation, more minute enquiry, 
more extenfive knowledge, and more comprehenfive views, 
will exercife his talents on a fubje&t that requires very high 


exertions of intellect. 
(To be continued.) 
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Art. IV. The rural Economy of the Southern Counties, compriz- 
ing Kent, Surrey, Suffex, the [fle of Wight, the Chalk Hii Is of 
Wiltfkire, Hampphire, Fe, and ine nding the Culture and Ma- 
nagement of Hops, in the Difiriéts of Maidfione, Canter- 
bury, and Farnham. By Mr. Marthall. 2 vols. &vo. 
Price 15s. Nicol, London, 1798. 


HE agricultural world has lately received a ftrong and 
very fenfible intimation, from the Prefident of the 
Board of Agriculture, that it is not to expect any great ame- 
lioration in the hufbandry of the country, from the informae 
tion conveyed in books ; becaufe, practical farmers are fel- 
dom readers, And why, permit us to afk, are they feldom 
readers? for they feem to poffefs as much fagacity, as much 
attention to, and as true a fenfe of, their real intereft, as any 
other clafs of men. We anfwer, that they arewfeldom readers, 
becaufe they find that practical farmers are feldom writers, 
becaufe they feldom difcover, in agrieultural books, fuch in- 
ftruction as can be drawn out into p/ain and rational pra@ice. 
That untractable indocility, and that obftinate attachment to 
old cuftoms, therefore, which are fo often imputed té the 
farming community, may perhaps be founded on the foundeit 
principles. 

Every practical farmer has feen the moft extravagantly fan- 
ciful experiments, which have been recommended in books, 
eagerly adopted by farmers of a fuperior clafs, but he has 
fcarcely ever feen the- effect anfwerable to the great things 
that were predicted of the practice. Can we then regrably 
cenfure thefe men for becoming ‘ufpicious, and very cau- 
tious in adopting novelties? It is too well known to be the 
way of agricultural writers, when they difcover a new and 
beneficial praétice in one dittria, to ufe all their efforts to 
force it upon every other, in {pite of fituation and circum- 
ftances. 

The praétical farmer, however, can tell them, that diffe- 
oe diftriéts require different treatment ; that different farms, 

hat different parts of the fame farm, nay, that even different 
pers of the fame field, require an entircly diftin€@ manage- 
ment. But how does this apply to the author before us? 
for he does not appear to write for this order of men, who 
feldom purchafe voluminous books. We prefume to fay, 
however, that this is the clafs of men fer whofe ufe he fhould 
principally have formed his language and information, and 
tor whom in his original plan, as expr fled in the preface to 


his. Rural Economy of Nerfolk, he profeiled to write. 
One 
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One part of Mr. Marfhall’s plan was “ to collect and 
comprets ufeful information ;”. but, in the volumes beforé 
us, wé find nothing that reheaiies compreffiot. Inttead of 
the moderate, yet fufficiently compre! henfive, arrangement of 
his fubje@t matter, which he adop' ed in his firft ftations, he 
has now learned to dilate, and has here divided it into more 
than two thoufand heads, and has handled each branch, nay, 
even each dead twig of his fu bye &, with as much fcrupu- 
lous attention, as if he had fold nis book before he wroté 
it, and had bond himfelf by contraét to write upon fo 
many given points. With his ‘* Analytic Table of Cons 
tents,” he has, in the 2d volume, filled 22 pages, and has given 
2 copious Index befides, He has divided this {tation into twelve 
diftricts, and, at the introduction of each, has almolt unis 
formly entertaified his readers with the fituation, outline, 
extent, @levation, furface, climature, and fubfoil, with as 
much cwcumitantial minutenefs, as if thofe, who do not 
refide in that part of the kingdom, were at all interefted in 
fuch information. 

As a farther proof of his not writing for the inflruction 
of the practical farmer, we fhall adduce a few fpecimens of 
hisyafbeCted ufe and coinage of lofty terms, fuch as ‘* feminas 
tion, climature, culmiferous plants, and their fructifications; 
fatmery, farmeries fortuitous, lime an extraneous manure, 
pafture grounds acclivated, fulliage, ealearcofity, efflorefcent 
matter of the rock,’ and many fimilar expreflions might be 
exhibited, which be could not have heard ufed in his * pros 
pofed. twelvemonth’s-refidence in a farm-houfe in each fta- 
tron. 

Notwithftanding, however, thefe ftrong indications of 
Mr. Marfhall’s propenfity to book-making, we find many 
valuable obfervatious and remarks, interf{perfed through. his 
Rural Economy of the fouthern counties, of which the 
following are not the leaft worthy of public notice. 

** The fpecies of tenancy, moit prevalent at prefent,’’ in the 


i; 


ciutrict of Maidftone, is ** that of the tenants holding their farms 
at will, or from year to year, efpectally on the larger eRates, on 
which, I underftand leafes were formerly granted; fo that with 


refpect to this department of rural management, the practice of the 
diftrict may be faid to be retrograde.” P. 27. 


‘¢ M_— — js plow! Inga ch ver | for wheat, with fix hors! 
worth to ail appearance one Kanda’ and fifty pounds : the foil a 
fich, deep, free middle loam. A_ north of England farmer would 
have plo. ved this field with two horfes, not worth perhaps ten 
pounds. The fouth countryman is plowing it at the rate of twelve 

or 
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or fifteen fhillings an acre; the north countryman would plow it for 
three.or fopr.’’?  P..7 3. 

‘In a note—* Sea mud, from the land fide of the marth, is 
fre quently carried ul on the uplan ds, and found -to be a valuable#ma- 
nure!’’ p, 374. 3 

“* Refpecting fallows on the [ile of Thanet, I was told by an in- 
telly gent farmer, who was at tending to his harvell work, that * land 
mutt have a holiday, and that it was always better to be a year too 
foon than too late, with your fammer' tilth ;’ fupporting his af- 
fertion by fhewing me a 2 piece of ftubble, the intended crop of which 
had been drilled, on land that ought to have been fa/lowed. The 
confequence was a crop of weeds, rather than corn.’”’ Vol, II. 
Ps 13. 

66 Should it even be found, that Englifh larch is not quite fo eli- 
gible as Englith oak for fhip building, yet it might neverthelefs be 
found policy “to ufe it in that inftitution. The oak, to bring it to 
the ize of thi p timber, requires a good foil, anda fheltered fituation ; 
mut be raifed on corn land: it migh t weil be calledethe r:wa/ of the 
wheat crop; and there is not a founder pofition im rural, or. in poli- 
tical economy, than that qwoed fhould be confined, as much as pol- 
fible, to uxculturable lands.’’ Pv. 30. 

The fentiments conveyed in the fe quotations declare them- 
felves to ste arifen from inte!ligenc e and difcernment® but 
we fhall exhibit others which appear to us to have iffued from 
a different fource. 


Mr. Marthal! fays— 


< 


«© For although fome of its lands bear that healthy and generous 
co-ntenance, which, at firit fizht, fhews their fertile condition, there 
ere many of a diferent defcription :—puale, fickly, and fpiritlefs, for 


want of ventilation.’® Vol. I, pep. 82. 


We have frequ: ‘ntly heard of land-tafters, but never be- 
fore met with a land- -empiric. 


‘<The ravages of the fodworm have feldom been heard of north of 
the ‘Thames’’—##d ‘Rroyed by fummer tillage.’’ Pp. 93. 

We have feén the ravages of this infe& many miles north 
of the Thames, and one hundred north of the metropolis, 
in one of Mr. M's. {tations ; and have found the fodworin tn 
full vigour in a plowed field ‘after a fummer fallow. 

In Pp. 120, we were furprized to fee Mr. M. treating 
the neceffity o° a change of feed “as an idea propagated 

nly by dealers in feed w heat.” 

<¢ Tt L well known to men of obfervation, that a wet fummer. is 
favourable to the potatoe crop; not only by increafing its quantity, 
but in paptavine the quality, ot the root.” P. 143. 


We 
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We cannot conceive that there is any other man of abfer- 
vation, befides Mr. M. that would have made this affertion. 
He might with equal reafon fay, that a wet fummer im- 
proves the flavour of fruit. 

Vol. II. 275, Mr. M. fays * the deficiency and wafte of 
produce” on a large farm, will be greater than if the fame 
quantity of land were divided into {mall farms. To reply to 
this remark, we fhall only beg leave to afk, will the deficiency 
and wafte be greater in the iormer inftance, where only ten 
horfes are wanted, or where fifteen muft be fupported? 

We expected in thefe volumes a perfpicuous and fy{tema- 
tical account ef the formation of watered meadows, which 
Mr. M. promifes in his plan, and which we know he was 
in a very flattering manner requefted fome years ago to pro- 
duce. This i$ not here to be found, nor in any of his former 
regifters, although he has given a defcription of the rural 
economy of alfthofe parts of the kingdom, where it is prac- 
tifed in the great<{t perfection. He has only in the prefent 
publication, referred his ‘readers to Mr. Davis’s Agricuitural 
Survey of Wiltfhire. 


= 
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Art. V. Arguments for and againft an Union between Great 
Britain and [reland confidered. 8vo. Pp. 58. Price 1s. 6d. 
Dublin printed ; London reprinted for Wright. 


HIS is a calm and temperate difcuffion of the principle 

‘of a meafure, which we long have thought to be of 
the higheft confequence to the future welfare and profperity 
of every part of the Britifh empire. The queftion of an 
UNION is a queftion which neceflarily involves fuch a vait 
variety of complicated interefts, as not only to induce much 
contrariety of opinion, but to intereft and inflame the paf- 
fions of the different partics, in a very higlWydegree ; any 
writer, thercfore, whofe labours are exerted to fmooth thofe 
difficulties which obftruct the path of conciliation, and to 
allay that fermentation, which incapacitates the mind for 
cool invefiigation and wife decifion, renders effential fervice 
to the country, and is, of courfe, entitled to the beft thanks 
of the public, 

The’author, who has evidently paid great attention to his 
fubje&, begins by ftating the abftract queftion:—“ Two 
independent ftates, finding their feparate exiftence mutually 
inconvenient, propofe to form themfelves into one ftate for 
their mutual benefit.’’—-And he truly obferves, that no quef- 
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tion can be devifed more fit for fober and philofophical argu- 
ment. He expofes the folly of an idea which fome de- 
claimers have fuggefted, that an union mutt be derogatory 
from the dignity, and deitructive of the independence, of 
Ireland; and he demonttrates, in the moft convincive man- 
ner, the utility of the meafure to both countries. 

He difcuiies, with equal ftrength of argument, the more 
fpecious and folid obje€tions which have been preferred againft 
it, and obviates them all; at the fame time, he fhews, that 
there is not an objection now urged again{ft the union with 
Ireland, which was not urged again{t the union with Scot- 
land, when that meafure was in agitation, and that experi- 
ence has demonftrated the fallacy of all the theoretical rea- 
foning then adduced in fupport of them. His obfervations 
on the Irifh bar are fo juft, that we fhall extra& them, asa 
fpecimen of his ftyle and mode of argument. 


“‘ The chief oppofition to the meafure muft be e€pected from the 
bar, who are fuppofed to be more perfonally interefied againft it than 
any clafs-in fociety. It is a general habit in the gentlemen of 
Ireland to educate their fons at the Temple, and the number ofvbar- 
rifters is much greater in proportion here than in England. And as 
the profeffion will not fupport, by any means, the numbers which 
purfue it, lawyers in Ireland extend their circle to politics, and are 
very numerous in Parliament, and extremely active in the buftnefs of 
it. In England there are few lawyers in the Houfe of Commons ; 
Whereas in Ireland they are a formidabie phalanx. Were a legiflative 
union to take place, Irifh lawyers would be deprived of the parlia- 
mentary market for their abilities and ambition; they could not at- 
terid the Britith parliament without renouncing bafinefs ; they would 
be entirely confined to profeffional profpects ; and mere political emo. 
luments and fituations would be taken fton their grifp. 

‘© But when oppojition to an union came forward from the bar, it 
muft be taken into confideration, that the very reafens which make 
the bar oppofe an union, are arguments in favour of it.”’ Pp. 34,35. 

We are happy to learn, however, that the eppofition of the 
Irifh bar is not likely to be unanimous, and that fome of the 
beft and wifeft men among them, confider an union ‘ as preg- 
nant with folid and permanent benefit.”’ 

To one meafure here {tated as likely to: accompany the 
propofal of an union, ‘‘ a modus for tythes,” we entertain 
very potent obje&ions. ‘Thefe, however, we {hall forbear to 
urge, until fuch a meafure fhall become the fubje&t of legif- 
lative deliberation ; contenting ourfelves, for the prefent, 
with reminding the public, that there is no fpecies of pro- 
perty more facred than tythes; that when a door is once 
opencd to the invafion of property, Heaven only knows when 
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it will be fhut again ; - and that the invafion of the property 
of the church in France was the fignal of a general plunder, 
and ferved, as a precedent for the deftru@tion of all prop: rty 
whatever. [he moit frivolous obfervation in the whole book, 
is one relating to this topic ; the author lays, that “* when 
the itumbling block of tythes is removed,” the Diilenters 
may be reduced to ‘* fall in with the Proteftant church.”’ 
We will venture to affirm, that he knows very little of the 
principles or difpofition of the Diflenters, or he would never 
indulge a hope that fuch a conceflion would attach them to the 
political and relig’ous inftitutions of the country. On this 
point, experience is totally at variance with his theory. Be- 
fides, if that Were to be the certain refult of fuch a meafure, 
the advantage would by no means be commenturate with the 
danger ;—norsare, indeed, thefe fe@aries entitled to any 
fuch conceffions.—-Another remark contains a fneer at the 
members of the eftablifhed church, which we cannot fuffer 
to pafs without cenfure. ‘‘ To demonftrate to the clergy 
the advantages of an union, would be loft labour indeed ; if 
they are fuppofed in general to be fufficiently fenfible to the 
interefts of the church, we may fafely leave them to their 
ufualkdifcernment in the queftion before us.’”’ Confidering, 
as we do, the union between church and ftate to be indif- 
foluble, that they muft ftand or fall together, far from think- 
ing thofe clergymen who fupport the intevefts of the church 
fit fubjects for indecorous levity, we muft ever regard them 
as-objeéts of ferious commendation 

The author’s confutation of the objection, as to the time 
fele€ted for propofing a meafure fo important, is pointed and 


{trong -— 


“¢ Tt is urged that the prefent is a Ke improper time to agitate the 
gticftion, when the people are in Such @ ftate of arritation and turbx- 
mes and the kingdom engaged in war. 

‘< It may be argued on. the other h: and, that the e prefent is the pe 

riod moit adapted for its difcuffion ; for whilit the feelifigs of our late 
shoes are frefh, it‘is natural that we fhould beanxious to pro- 
vide every fafeguard againft their recurrence, and that we ou; as not 
to adjourn the confideration of our permanent fsfety to a cafual inter- 
val of peace, when a temporary enjoyment of tranquilliry may ren- 
der us indifferent and regardle fs, 

‘¢ As toa time of war, it is true, that the volunteers took advan. 
tage of the embarraflinents of Great Britain in the lait war, to afler 
the independence of our parliament. It is likewife true, that the 
united Irifhmen in the prefent war have take: n advantage of the fup. 

fed weaknefs of Great Britain to play the ae ‘of fepar ation. 
When, therefore, enemies of the empire take advantage of a time of 
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war and embarrafiment to effe&t its ruin, we fhould tum againft them 
their own game, and make ufe of a time of war fo eftablith its fecu- 
rity.”” Pp. 48, 49. 

In the propriety of the following obfervations we per- 
fe&ily acquie efce: — 


‘ An union has this advantage—it may be our falvation; it can. 
not be our ruin. 

<¢ Equal liberty, equal privilege, with the people of Great Britain, 
guaranteed by a pariiement, compofed from the Reprefentatives of 
both king ,doms, and upheld by the power of all the fubjeéts of the 
two iilands; in fhort, the confolidation of Great Britain and Ire. 
land into one kingdom, with one conftitution, oneyking, one law, 
one religion, can never be the ruin of Ireland. It widens the foun- 
dation of our liberties, it advances our profpects of 1 improvement, 
it ftrengthens the bafis of profperity in domeftic fecurity, and 
enfures our imperial independence by confolidating our power. 

‘‘ There may be prejudices to overcome ; there may be private 
interefis to manage and to compenfate ; ther ‘re may be ‘the i intrigues 
of our enemies to counteraét: but if the nature of our firuation, our 
permanent and great interefts, demonftrate an union to be falutary 
for our perpetual improvement, iccurity, and ftability, let us boldly 
vin where our reatall leads, though private intereft ‘sal local pre 
judice, and hoftile intrigue, fhall attempt to impede and arreft our 


progrefs.”” Pp. 54, 55. 


J 


On the whole, this muft be confidered as a very able tra&, 
which refle&ts great credit on the talents and patriotifm of the 
author, who is generally fuppofed to be Mr. Cook, a gen- 
tleman well known in the Sifter Kingdom. If generally read, 
it would prevent the adoption of thofe miftaken ideas in re- 
{pect of an union, which it will, no doubt, be the ftudy ot 
certain violent parti! ans to in{til into the minds of the pe eople. 
[tis written with temper, and contains much found fenfe and 
folid arguines 

There are fome grofs ty pographical errors, which ought to 
be correcie: ed init future edition. In p; 28, « affume an union” 
for oppafe an ution. Idem, principie for principiz. P. 29, 
difpenfations for diffentions. 





Art. VI. Arguments for and againft an Union between Great 
Brit itain and Ireland confidered. To which is prefixed, a 
£ raf Of al onthe fa me Subjedt, by ‘Fofiah Tucker, D. D. Dean 
of Glan wefler, —8vo. Pp. 31. Price 6d. Stockdale. 


HIS is another edition of the work reviewed in the pre- 
ceding article, with the Addition {tated in the title-page, 
nad the tollowit ig notice prefixed : 
Tea 
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«© To number the editions ef this interefting and impartial pubti- 
cation, would be no adequate compliment to the writer, the fale being 
fo rapid that they mutt be repeatedly altered in the fame day. Seve- 
ral thoufands have already been, and many more will be, fold. By 
being put at the low price of Sixpence, the Arguments for and 
againft an Union between Great Britain and Ireland,’ are within 
the purchafe of, and the publifher recommends them for perufal to, 
every perfon intereited in the welfare of the two kingdoms. It is 
not probable that any of their readers will lay them ‘out of his hand 
without being convinced of the neceflity and very great advantages 
refuiting from an Union to both countries. 

** Were objestions to be made to an Union at all, they ought ra- 
ther to come from England, as Ireland will, by fuch an event, be the 
more benefited of the two.’? | 


Dean Tucker’s opinion is ftrongly in favour of an Union. 
This mode of printing cheap editions of ufeful tra&ts we have 
invariably commended; and we truft that fuch Bookfellers as 
adopt it will ever meet with fuitable encouragement. The 
book before us is neatly and accurately printed. 





Art. VII. ‘Mr. King’s Apology, or a Reply to his Calumnis 
ators. 8vo. Pp. 50. Price 2s. Wilkins, London, 1798. 


HIS is a moft atrocious libel not only upon an able, vigi- 
lant, and upright magiltrate ; not only upon our whole 
fyftem of jurifprudence, criminal and civil; but upon all go- 
vernment, and upon the Chriftian Religion itfelf. ‘« Legif- 
lators have affumed the right of depriving their fellow crea- 
tures of life.—The principles of a fanguinary policy, which 
firft created a di/proportionate inequality in fociety, and then 
punithes with death the the/t it incites, is, probably, a perverfion 
of Ethics, and our capital punifhments perhaps ungualified 
murders.” P. 12.—** All governments, however lenient, are 
tolerated evils,” {p. 10); and the author, reje@ting revelation 
and renouncing Chrift, is ‘‘ obliged to follow the di@ates of 
reafon, and {quare his life by natural inftruction.” Pp 14. 
Thefe are not fubje&s for criticifm, but offences which call 
for legal punifhment. ‘That there are fpecific laws for the 
unifhment of fuch offences Mr. Kinc could not be ignorant, 
and that he fhould be made to feel their efficacy ought not to 
excite his furprize. 
We fhall not enter into the particulars of that tranfaCtion 
which occafioned his attack on Mr. Bonn. Suffice it to fay, 
that octane charged Mr. K. upon oath, with an affault: 


the magiftrate, therefore, was bound to take cognizance of 
the 
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the faé&t; andif he had neglected fo todo, he would have fub= 
jected himfelf to an information for a breach of duty. The 
next day, however, we learn from the ftatement before us, 
thefe fame perfons went before another magiftrate and recanted 
upon oath likewife, what they had fworn at Bow-ftreet. On 
this recantation Mr. K. grounds his own juttification. Into 
the merits of that point it is not our bufinefs to enter; we 
{hall only exprefs our aftonifhment that it fhould not have 
occurred to Mr. K. that the former oath was as likely to be 
true asthe latter; and that the public may very naturally be 
as much difpofed to impute one of them to a bribe as the 
other. But there is a circumi{tance which Mr. K. has wholly 
omitted to notice, and which affords the moft complete juftifi- 
cation of the conduc of the magiftrate whom he has fo out- 
rageoufly libelled, viz. that the Grand ‘fury of Weftminfler 
Found a true bill for the affauit.* ‘The fuppreffion of this 
{trong fact, is, to fay the leaft of it, a very fufpicious circum- 
{tance. 

The author complains moft bitterly of the whole corps of 
Newfpaper Writers, whom his intimate connexion with that 
smmaculate paper, The TeveGcraru, which was honoured 
with the patronage and protection of the proprietor of the 
Critical Review, andthe New Annual Regifter, and with that 
of the Earnt oF LAUDERDALE, afforded him fome oppor- 
tunity of knowing. If he really experienced fuch treatment 
as he defcrides from them, we cannot be furprized at the bitter+ 
nefs of his complaints. This is, however, a fact that muft 
remain to be decided between the parties themfelves. One 
tranfaGtion of this kind we fhall infert in Mr. K’s own words, 
omitting only his embelli/hments, which neither ftrengthen his 
argument nor aid his caufe. 


- 


“‘ In the year 1790, a paragraph appeared in The Times to this 
effect: ¢ That Mr. John King had obtained bills to a large amount 
from Mr. Rice, Goldfmith, in Pall-Mall, under the pretence of nezo- 
ciation, and had converted them to his own ufe.’—Never having had 
bills of Mr. Rice, or any tranfaction with him, what muft have been 
my fhock and aftonifhment at fo daring an attack ?- I called 
on Rice, who was as much ihocked at the paragraph as I was: we 
both went inftantly to Newgate, where Walter, the Printerof The 
Times, was imprifoned for another libel; he refufed to anfwer quef- 
tions while we were both prefent; but when Mr. Rice withdrew he 
told me, that he did not concern himfelf about the truth or falfehood 


- ™ 
— 





* We have collested this fact from the pamphiet which is noticed 
im the next Article. 
No. Vi. VOL. 1. Xx of 
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of the paragraph ; be inferted it becaufe it came accompanied with 
THREE GUINEAS; aud if I wanted it contradided, I muft pay him 
Five. My refentment at this demand, and the meafures I purfued 
upon it, incurred the furious invectives that tortured my life for eight 
years—lI indi¢ted him on the paragraph: Rice proved its fafelhood, 
and he was convitted.’’ (p. 23.) 


Mr. K. then alludes to fome farther attacks on him and his 
wife in the fame paper, which were afterwards acknowledged 
by the conductors to be * groundlefs as they were malicious ;”’ 
and he alfo obtained a paper from the proprietors and editor 
of The Times, figned James Walter, William Walter, and 
William Finey, expreflive of their concern on the fubje& ; 
which he has publifhed, although it is exprefsly ftated, inthe 
paper itfelf, that ‘no ufe fhall be made of it;” and he does 
not make it appear that the parties who figned it were guilty 
of any fubfequent act that could juftify a departure from the 
obligation which he contracted. 

We cannot difmifs this fubje&t without one general remark; 
which, however, we difclaim all intention of applying to any 
particular cafe. The receipt of money either for the attack 
of a private character, or for admitting the jultification of a 
charaéter fo attacked, is one of the moft heinous offences that 
can poffibly be committed again{t fociety. It involves the 
violation of a divine precept; the breach of a moral obligation; 
and the contempt of a grand principle of civil juftice. Of 
courfé, it cannot be too ftrongly guarded again{t; nor too 
feverely punifhed. 

The author of this pamphiet is, with a fingle exception, 
the greateft egati/?in the kingdom; and fuppofes himfelf to 
be an’ obje& of general perfecution, when it is more than 
probable that both his vices and his virtues are equally un- 
noticed and unknown by nine hundred and ninety-nine out of 
every thoufand members of the community. Such egotifim is 
the joint offspring of ignorance and pride. 

It is faid that this pamphlet is not the compofition of Mr. 
King, but of that modern Philofopher who has fhe vn fuch a 


nice fenfe of delicacy in his Hiltory of a very near relative. 








Art. VIII. The Real Calnmniator Detefled; being Candid 
Remarks on Mr. King’s Apology. 8vo. Pp. 34. Downes, 
London. 


HIS is not a “ retort courteous” buta fhrewd and fpirited 
attack on Mr. King’s Pamphlet. ‘The author appears 


tous to have taken more pains than were neceflary to confute 
the 
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the arguments and expofe the virulence of his adverfary. 
He has, however, completely fucceeded, and his book ought to 
be read by every perfon who has fubmitted to the difgutt of 
perufing the publication to which itis an anfwer. 





a 


Art. IX. Copies of Original Letters from the Army of Gen 
ral Buonaparte, intercepted by the Fleet under the ¢ omman id 
of Admiral Lord Nelfan. With an Englifh Tranflati n 
svo. Pp. 248. Price 4s. 6d. Wright, London : 


HIS book, if we were to judge by the ufual criterion of 

authe nticity, we fhould confider as an anonymous pub- 
lication, fince it is neither dated from any office or place, nor 
has any name prefixed toit. We know, however, that it 
comes frum the highett authority , and has been given to the 
world by the ad tminiftration of the country. We only ‘regret 
that the letters which it contains were not publithed, in a 
cheap edition, calculated for general circulation, at a much 
earlier period, when their diftribution on the Continent might 
have produced very beneficial effeéts. Some few of them have 
ope ired before in the public prints of this country, and ftiile 
others in the continental papers. The prefent fele€tion (for 
the letters before us form only a part of the intercepted corre- 
fpondence) appears to be made with judgement ; it exhibits’a 
body of intereiting matter ; and every thing that does not im- 
mediately bear upon the erand queftion of ‘the motive and 
objeé of the mad expe dition to Europe has been carefully ex- 
cluded. Our readers will find all the fentiments which we 
have delivered on this fubjeét, whenever we have had occa- 
fion to refer to it, in commenting on the politic al fituation of 
Europe, fully corroborated by the beit of all teflimony, on 
fuch point—that of the enemy themfelves. 

The introduéion which, if we miftake not, proceeds from 
the pel n of an elegant writer, whofe ftyle is well known to us, 
explains the motive which led to the publi: ‘ation of this 
volume ; the propriety of which, we conceive, mult be obvi- 
ous to every one ;—it was a defire to expofe the falfe and 
€ xaggerated {ftatements of the Executive Dire€ory of France, 
who, in purfuance of their ufual fyftem, had laboured to de- 
ceive not only their own mor ts, but all Europe. It next 
endeavours to explain the obje& o f the Dire€tory in fending 
Buonararre and his army on fuchan expedition :— 


hy < 
‘¢ Every one knows that the Direé ‘tory long fince engage d to make 


a tree gift to the army, of a thoi ifand’ mi ‘ilion livres, at the con 


sar 
< < 1? 
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claufion of a gener “J peace. ‘This engagement, like many othe: 
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feemed to have forgotten ; cill the neceflity of attaching the troops to 
their interefts, and thus enabling them to perfect the Revolution of the 
18th Fructidor, made it neceflary for the Triumvirate to renew their 
promife, and to revive the languid expectations of the army, 

«¢ None contributed more to the fuccefs of this fatal day than the 
army of Italy, which, to the eternal difgrace of Buonaparte, was 

“rmitted to overawe the councils, and to affume to itfelf the whole 
wer of the ftate. 

«€ Such a fervice could not be overlooked : their claim to a portion 
of the milliard became doubly valid, and as the war in Italy was now 
fuppofed to be at an end, thoufands of them returned to France to 
claim it. 

«< Here began the difficulties of the Direftory. They had no mo- 
ney to give; but it was not expedient to confefs it: and the expe- 
dition to Egypt was, therefore, brought forward, as an excellent 
expedient for quieting the prefent clamour, and providing for forty 
thoufand veteran troops, inured to plunder, and impatient of con- 
troul ; who were too fenfible of their merits, to be quietly laid afide ; 
ani too urgent in their demands, to be cajoled with empty promifes, 
«Hence arofe the expedition to Egypt.’’ 

We cannot fubfcribe to the juftice of this ftatement. The 
promifed reward of the mi/liard, or thoufand millions of livres, 
was not to be given, agreeable to the decree itfelf, until the 
conclufion of a general peace. No general peace had been 
concluded, and we cannot, therefore, fee on what grounds 
the army of Italy could urge fuch a demand, as they are here 
ftated to have preferred. “The obje& of their return to France, 
in the autum of 1797, we conceive, was not to claim the 
reward in queftion, but to be ready to fecond the operations of 
the Dire&tory, fhould the latter ftand in need of their affiftance, 
at Paris, or to fupprefs the dreaded infurre@tions in the fouthern 

rovinces, where, it is well known, the people were extremely 
difaffected to the government, and where, it was natural to 
expect, they would rife in fupport of that party which was 
attached to the perfons who were profcribed and banifhed in 
the month of September. The Directory would not have failed 
to read the decree as a fufficient anfwer to the demand imputed 
to the Italian army ; belides, the army of HocwHe was placed 
in a fimilar fituation, for they had volunteered their fervices on 
that occafion, and had actually begun their march towards 
Paris; and, asa communication is known to have been main- 
tained between the troops on the Khine and thofe in Italy, it 
is fair to fuppofe that fimilar demands would have been pre- 
ferred by both armies. Befides, what advantage could the 
Dire€tory derive from the abfence of 40,000 men, when 
400,000 remained behind, all placed, in refpeét of the motive 


é; fuppofed to have -influcnced the conduct of their rulers, pre- 


cifely 
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cifely in the fame fituation—all being entitled to the fame 
reward, and at the fame period of time ? 

It is difficult, we admit, to account for the conduct of the 
Direftory on any other fuppofition than this, which is alfo 
fanCtioned, in a certain degree, by the known determination of 
BuoNnAPAkTE, and his principal officers, not to remain in 
Egypt. But, it is poflible, that the Directory, who evidently 
relied on our inability to fend a fleet into the Mediterranean, 
and who were inflated with their pait fucceffes, which had 
exceeded even the expectations of the moft fanguine of their 
admirers, might deem it pra@ticable either to colonize Egypt, 
with a view to ulterior operations in india, or, at leaft, to 
plunder it, and then to reimbark their troops, and land them 
on the Neapolitan coaft, to co-operate with the pre 
attack upon the kingdom of Naples. The project of the 
Egyptian expedition, though highly characteriltic of their 
genius, was not the invention of the Direétory ; it had long 
lain in the military archives of France, and had, indeed, been 
fubmitted, a century ago, by the philofopher LEIBNITZ to 
Louis X¥V. inthe hope of diverting that ambitious and en- 
terprizing monarch from the purfuit of his defigns upon the 
German empire. Votney and Peysongt, who knew the 
country well, are faid to have declared the conqueft of Egypt 
to be impracticable ; but Savary, who ought likewife to 
have known it, delivered a different opinion, which, unhap- 
pily for the French republic, though happily for the reft of 
Europe, was followed by the Dire€tory. To prove, howevcr, 
the fincerity of his advice, SavaAry embarked himfelf, with 
Monce, Bertxocer, and other mifchievous animals of the 
fame defcription, for Egypt, where they are all probably in- 
volved, ere this, in one common deftruétion. 

The fegiflative talents of BUONAPARTE, who feems to 
have acted, during the revolution, as the journeyman of that 
wholefale conftitution-monger, the apoftate Sizyes, are ably 
expofed. | 

“¢ After a difgraceful and futile attempt at civil wifdom, the whole 
is refolved into violerice, and the code of the legiflator is thruft down 
the throat of the people by the bayonet of the conqueror ! 

<* But what could be expected from a man who had already be- 
trayed his incapacity in fimilar attempts in Europe? Let his ftupid 
admirers (for we muit now be ferious), let his ftupid admirers call to 
mind his Italian ‘ organizations’ (the worn, his 
Egyptian ones), repeatedly changed by him Prototunes of h 
was out of fight difdaintully changed by othe,. felf. and the infant "° 
poverty of conception. From his travellin “ There too was the fam® 
took out the model of all legiilation— the cof Cloke hae, he neiyaeaty 
was copied for great and finall, and apptti,..:,., of 1795- Thi, 


XX 3 lied in all fituations, an 
ava 
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toevery people! Antiquity knew nothing of this fweeping mode of 
legiflation ; they fhewed a condefcenfion to the different cuftoms and 
-prejudices of thofe who fell ander their management ; and a clutter of 
finall and contiguous powers were judicioufly and humanely indulged 
with the poffeflion of thofe laws which had long been dear to them, 
and which removed them from each other in principlesgand manners, 
as far as from ¢ the center to the pole.’ 

«¢ But Italy, which, in the judgement of our philofophifts, had 
ence exhibited this weaknefs, was now to be taught a better leffon. 
All moral confiderations were to be fuperceded by the fupreme wifdom 
of the cloke-bag ; and republics, monarchies, and whatever eife might 
be the diftinctions of ariftocratic government, were to be fwept away 
with the befom of 1795. What hall be the conftitution of Genoa? 
A directory and twocouncils. What of Mantua? A directory and 
two councils. What again of Bolognia? You are very tirefome: 
look into page — of the conftitution of 1795; what does it fay? A 
directory and two councils. Thusitis. Ventum eftad fummum fortune ; 
and we make laws quicker andl e ter than the ancients—<dchivis do@ius 
unéis/ One undiftinguifhing rule domincers over all the varied ap- 
plication of political wifdom, and Minos, Solon, and Lycurgus, are 
vanquifhed by a fingle roll’ of paper triumph’ntiy carried t. rough 
Europe, and fpeaking alike (whether intelig:bly or not) * to ali 
people, and nations, and languages and tongue-.”’ 

«© From the legiflative preienfions of Buonaparte, we might now 
defcend to the confideration of the fraud, and hypocrify, and blaf. 
phemy, and impiety, and cruelty, and injuftice, which he has never 
ceafed to difplay fince the commencement of this famous expedition ; 
but we are better pleafed to leave them to the faithful page of the 
hiflorian, which we are fatisfied will one day hold them up to the juft 

contempt and execration of all mankind, 

6 We fhall indulge ourfelves, however, with an obfervation or two 
onhis cruelty. We felect this vice, becaufe Buonaparte has been cele- 
brated by the ignorant and malevolent of this country, for nothing 
fo much as for his humanity! One man, of whom we fhould fay, 
if we could for a moment believe in the metempfychofis, that the {piric 
of Bifhop Bonner had taken full pofleflion, has had the confummate 
folly to afirm, that Buonaparte, ‘ his confolation and his triumph,’ * 
preferred the prefervation of one citizen, to the melancholy glory of a 
thoufand victories. 

«¢ Where did this feribbler, who from his ftudy infults the feelings 
of his countrymen, and hoafts of his fatistaction in the fuccefs of their 
enemies, colleét his proofs of the tender concern of Buonaparte for the 
life of acitizen? Was it at the bridge of Lodi, where he facrificed 











eee 





* ¢ The perfon alluded to here is GrnpertT WAKEFIELD, the men. 
tion of whofe name is tantamount to the delineation of his character, 
For the paffage at length, fee our Review of laft month, Pp. 559.”— 
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fix thoufand of them to the vanity of forcing a pafs which he might 
have turned without the lofs of a man? Was it—? but why multi- 
ply queftions, when there is not, perhaps, a reader of a common 

newfpaper in Europe (this peftilent foe to the honour of his country 
excepted), whodoes not know that Buonaparte has wantonly fpilt 
more blood than any Attila of ancient or modern times, who, with 
the fame means, has had me rely the fame ends to effect. 


This vain and wicked man has, at length, met that fate 
which he has fo long and fo richly deferv ed; he has fallen 
into the {nares which he had laid for others; he has been ar- 
refted in his criminal career of defolation and blood; the 
juttice of Providence has overtaken him ; and ‘* the ways of 
God” have been ‘‘ juttified to man.” 

The letters are thirty-three in number ; and the Appendix 
contains the proclamation ot Buonarat TE, and his public 
orders: the former are all exprefli ve of the diftrefled fituation 
of the army, and difplay, in a ftrong point of view, the 
madnefs of the enterprize. ‘The forces deftined to carry it 
into execution, confilted of 35,000 picked men (exclufive of 
5,000 which had been left at Malta;) the fleet of tranfports 
amounted to 292 fail; the fhips of war to 15 fail of the line, 
14 frigates, befides corvettes and fmaller vefleis. - The whole 
of this formidable armament has, we have the greateft reafon 
to believe, been either taken or deftroyed, except two fail 
of the line; and neither of thefe has yet reached France, and, 
in all probability , never will. 

In a confidential letter from the Commiffary, in Egypt, 
JAUBERT, to the marine minifter, Bruix, at Paris, the 
former indulges a laugh at the Mahometan proclamation of 
BuONAPARTE to the Egyptians, from which, however, he 
expects the fame furprizing effets as were produced, at the 
commencement of the French Revolution, by what he terms 
‘‘ the magic cry of GUERRE AUX CHATEAUX, PAIX AUX 
Casanes.” ‘The members of the Briffotine fadtion ufed 
to indulge themfelves in a fimilar {train of ridicule, on the 
artifices of the government, and the credulity of the people, 
in the autumn and winter of 17 792, during their refidence at 
Bruxelles. —How long will the wresched inhabitants of France 
fubmit to be the dupes, and the prey of fuch revolutionary 
impoftors and political barbarians !—On this fubject, we fin d 
the following judicious reflections by the editor : 


“«“ War tro paLcaces! Peace To corraces!—lIt is fortunate 
for mankind that the French in the wantonnefs of fuccefs fometimes 
put off the mafk, and difcover the features of the Revolution in all 
their deformity ! This ‘* magic cry”’ (as it is truly called) has fet 
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one part of Eutope againft the other. It has furnithed a topic for 
declamation to the cold-blooded philofophifts of every country ; who, 
ftom their clofets, have propagated the deftru¢tive war-whoop from 
nation to nation, with all the enthufiafm of demons. It was in vain 
to tell the people that the fall of one involved that of the other. They 
were long governed more by words than by faéts; and it was not rill 
they faw themfelves furrounded by the ruins of their fmoking ‘* cot- 
tages,’ while ‘palaces’ frequently remained uninjured, that they 
began to awake from their dream of inviolability, and curfe at 
once the authors of their delufion, and the agents of their de, 
ftruction, 

‘¢ The poor in every country which the French have reached, have 
been the chief fufferers ; and, in confequence of it, among the fore- 
moft to retaliate on their oppreffors, Jourdan’s grand army was 
nearly annihilated by them in its flight, and Belgium and Italy, and 
Switzerland § which has no palaces,’ are at this moment filled with 
an injured peafantry, breathing ‘ curfes not loud but deep,’ and 
cutting off in fecrecy and filence, whole armies of their wanton and 
hypocritical deftroyers, 

*€ The € magic cry’ thank heaven! has loft its power to charm, 
and now remains a mere wox et preterea nihil, ferving only to re- 
mind its profligate employers of the mifchief it once wrought, and, 
as in the inftance before us, to furnifh an unfeeling allufion, or a 
witticifm.’? P. 32. 


In a letter from adjutant-general Boyer, we find the fol- 
lowing account of the Mameloucs, 


«« This part of the Ottoman dominion has been for many ages 
overned by a fpecies of men called Mameloucs, who, having a num- 
ber of Beys at their head, difavow the authority of the Grand 
Seignior, and rule defpotically and tyrannically, a people and a 
country, which, in the hands of a civilized nation, would become 
a mine of wealth, 
«To gain poffeffion of Egypt, then, it is neceflary to fubdue. 
thefe Mameloucs ; * they are in number about 8000—all cavalry — 





* This is a better reafon for declaring war againft them, than 
the peculations of a Bey who has been dead thefe twenty years. But 
this is not the only inftance in which the hypocrify and falfchood of 
Buonaparte have been completely detefted and expofed by the inadver- 
tency of hisagents, It is tree, indeed, that we want no teftimonies 
but thofe of our own eyes and our own underftanding to conyince us 
of his real motives; but ftill, it is not unpleafant nor unprofitable to 
be told of them, from time to time, by perfons whofe information can 
neither be difputed nor denied, 

We recommend the three or four paragraphs preceding this, to the 
ceader’s ferious attention, ie | | 
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ander the command of 24 Beys. It is of confequence to give you 
fome idea of thefe people, their manner of making war, their arms, 
defenfive and offenfive, and their origin. 

«© Every Mamelouc is purchafed—they are all from Georgia and 
Mount Caucafus—there are a great number of Germans and Raflians 
amongft them, and even fome French. Their religion is Maho. 
metanifm: exercifed from their infancy in the military art, they 
acquire an extraordinary degree of dexterity in the management of 
their horfes, in fhooting with rhe carabine and piftol, in throwing 
the lance, and in wielding the fabre; there have been inftances ot 
their fevering, at one blow » ahead of wet cotton. 

“« Every Mamelouc has two, three, and fometimes four fervants, 
who follow him on foot wherever he goes; nay, even to the field. 
The arms of a Mamelouc on horfeback, are two carabines, carried 
by his fervants—thefe are never fired but once—two pair of piftols 
ftuck in his girdle; eight light lances ina kind of quiver, which’ 
he flings with admirable dexterity ; and an iron-headed mace. When 
all thefe are difcharged, he comes to his laft refource—his two fabres : 
putting, then, the bridle of his horfe between his teeth, he takes one 
of them in each hand, and rufhes full fpeed upon the foe, cutting and 
flafhing to right and left. Woe be to thofe who cannot parry his 
blows! for fome of them have been known to cleave a man down 
the middle. Such are the people with whom we are at war.’* 


Pp. 151 —153- 
The inhabitants of Alexandria are thus defcribed by the 
fame pen— 


«¢ Let us return to Alexandria.—This city has nothing of its an- 
tiquity but the name—if there be any other relics* of it, they 
remain utterly unregarded and unknown, among a people, who ap- 
pear to be fearce confcious of their own exiftence. Figure to your. 
felf a being incapable of feeling, taking events juft as they occur, 
and furprized at nothing; who with a pipe in his mouth, has no 
other occupation than that of fquatting on his breech before his own 
door, or that of fome great man, and dreaming away the day, 
without a thought of his wife or family. Figure to yourfelf too, a 
number of mothers ftrolling about, wrapped up in a dirty black rag, 
and offering to fell their children to every one they meet ;—men 
half naked, of the colour of copper, and of a moft “difgufting ap- 
pearance, raking i in the pares | and kennels like hogs, and devouring 
every thing they find there ;—houfes of twenty feet in height at the 
moft, of which the roof is flat, the interior a ftable, and the exterior 
four mud walls.—Figure to yourfelf, all this, I fay, and you will 











* Here are two or three words obliterated in the original; thefe 
we have ventured to guefs at; we know not with what fuccefs. 
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have 2 pretty correct idea of the city of Alexandria. Add, that 

around this mais of mifery and | horros, lie the ruins of the moft cele- 
brated city of the ancient world, the moft precious monuments of 
the arts.” Pp. 157, 158. 


Of the country between the two branches of the Nile, 
called the Delfa, we have the following account :— 


«* Two leagues below Cairo it divides itfelf into two branches ; 
one of which falls into the fea at Rofetta ; the other at Damietta: 
the intermediate country is called the Delta, and is extremely fertile. 
Along the outer fides of the two branches, runs a flip of cultivated 
land, broader in fome places than in others, but no where more than 
a league: beyond this are the Deferts, extending on the left to Ly- 
bia, and on the right to the Red Sea. From Rofetta to Cairo, the 
country is well peopled, and produces a good deal of wheat, rice, len- 
tils, &c. The villages are crouded together—their conftruction is 
execrable, being little more than heaps of mud trodden into fome 
confiitency, hollowed out within; and refembling, in every feature, 
the fnow heaps of our children. ‘If you recollect the fhape of thofe 
oven-like piles, you have a perfect idea of the palaces of ‘the Egyp- 
tians ! 

«¢ The hufbandmen, commonly called Fe//as, are extremely labo- 
rious ; they live on little, and in a ftate of filth and « Jegradation that 
excites horror. I have feen them fwallow the refidue of the water 
which my camels and horfes happened to leave in their troughs, 

“* Such is this Egypt, fo celebrated by travellers and hiftorians ! 
In defpite, however, of all thefe horrors, of the hardfhips we endu re, 
and of the miferies the army is condemned to fuffer, I am ftill in. 
clined to think that it is a country calculated above all others to give 
us a colony which may be produttive of the higheft advantages ;* but 
for this time and hands are neceflary.”” Pp. 159—161. 


It appears, from a letter of Admiral GANTEAUME, to 
the naval minifter at Paris, that in the action in the bay of 
Aboukir or Bequteres, fix fhips of the French line had actually 
itruck to the Britifh flag, before the Admiral’s thip, the 
L’Orient had taken fire; though tu this laft circumitance 
has the victory been afcribed by the directorial writers in 
Paris and.in London! 








There fpoke atrue Frenchman. Every circumftance proves that 
Egyp tis wholly incapable of becoming a profitable colony to France, 
and Boyer himfelf is fully convinced of it ; ; yet, in fpite of a better 
know wledge » he drops the affurance of the fa&t, and in the fallacious 
expec tations of future advantages, confoles himfelf for pref ent difap. 
poiatments ! 


BuONA- 
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BvONAPARTE’S proclamation to the inhabitants of Egypt 
is a blafphemous production, in which he publicly renounces 
the Chriftian religion, and makes a facrifice of his Saviour at 
the fhrine of Mahomet. Who that reads this, and refle@ts 
on the indifcriminate maffacre at A/éxandria, of men, wo- 
men, and children, who had committed no earthly offence, 
but that of defending their lives and property againft an 
armed troop of foreign barbarians ;—a matlacre which lafted 
four hours, and was fanétioned by the prefence, if not by 
the example, of Buonaparte himfelf—can deplore the fate of 
this prince of marauders ?—-None, we conceive, but fuch as, 
in fimilar circumftances, would commit fimilar crimes. 

The tranflation is, in general, fpirited and corre; but 
not wholly exempt from errors, ‘ Fe m’ennuye diablement 
auprés deux,” is tranflated, “« 1 am d—nably fick of every 
body here.” —‘* De vos nouvelles, de vos nouvelles” —Let me 
hear from you, for God’s fake, let me hear from you.”— 
<¢ Fufillés fur /’eau’’—* fhot under the water.” “Fe mau- 
diffais le metier de la guerre’’—** curling and d—ning the 
trade of war.” 











Art. X. EMEA MTEPOENTA, or the Diverfians of Purley. 
by John Horne Tooke, M. A. London. 4to. Johnfon. 


REVIOUS to the examination of Mr. Tooke’s philo- 
logical merit, there are a few preliminary circumftances 
which the public ought to be ac quainted with, that they may 
juftly deliver a verdié on his charaéter and attainments. The 
Courier, ‘‘ in the months of Auguft and September, treated 
us with an exce/lent critique, on th: at excellent work, (Courier, 
Sept. 28,) ¢ The Diverkons of Purley.” Ni OW, unluckily 
for Mr. Tooke, the printers of this paper poflefs very few 
Greek types, and are under the neceffity of occafionally bor- 
rowing from their neighbours. On the 2oth of Se -ptember, 
when the third review of the Exsx IIrsgoevrx appeared, the com- 
pofitor was at a lofs for A:or:, and reduced to the neceflity of 
running toan adjoining printer’s, whillt that <«¢ d——d Horne 
Tooke was waiting to ) correet tl the proof, who always plagued 
him with hisd——d Greek.” For a preceding number, his 
good political friend, Dr. Warner, had procured him the 
Greek types from another quarter. From fuch evidence, 
then, we are fully juftified in cor ifidering fuch review as 
having received the fanction of Mr. Tooke, as publifhed under 
his own infpection, and corrected under his own eye, if not 
the production of his own pen. 

. In 
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In fuch publication, the true motives are difclofed that in- 
duced the Coryphzus of democracy to unite politics and phi- 
Jology. 


«¢ The plan which our author has adopted is not unlikely, at leaft 
in fome inttances, to produce favo defrable confequences: to induce 
men of ftrong political prejudices, but of philofophical curiofity, to 
© hear the other fide,’ for the fake of the grammatical inveftigation ; 
‘and to deceive fome honeft Friends of Liberty and Reform, who read 
for the fake of their favourite politics from the pen of their Coryphaus, 
into an appetite for fcientific refearches.’? Courier, Aug. 29. 


Now, though we have not the leaft obje€tion to ** makin 
the World of Scholars converts to his fyftem (in philclogy), 
as well as admirers of his talents’ (Courier, Sept. 20), though 
«¢ humbler fpeculatifts in fctence muft not hint even a fuf- 
picion of error in thofe, the excellence of whofe attainments 
has defervedly gained golden opinions from all forts of men,” 
(Courier, Sept. 10) yet the principles that regulate our con- 
duct, and the affection we owe to our Sovereign, ftrongly 
€njoin us to reprobate the party-principles it contains, and to 
prevent, as much as inus lieth, ‘ its admiffion as a Text-book 
in our public fchools and univerfities, its fpeedy introduction 
into which” (fo far from being) “ a confummation devoutly 
to be wifhed” (Courier, Aug. 2g) would injure the morals, 
religion, and loyalty of the members of fuch feminaries. 
Entertaining thefe fentiments, we muft neceilarily feparate 
this unnatural union of politics and philology, and endeavour 
to convey the ufeful inftru€tion and information of this {cholar 
and inveftigator, without an infufion of that democratic poifon 
that might tnjure the body politic. To effe& this purpofe, 
we fhall analyze this voluminous and expenfive work, and 
extract the effence of its fubftance. 

Mr. ‘Tooke has dedicated 30 years of his life to the ftudy 
of Philofophical Language. In the year 1778 he gave the 
fubftance of the Volume publifhed in a Letter to Mr. Dun- 
ning, and after the expiration of 20 years, has printed one 
of the three quarto volumes which he has promifed to the pub- 
lic. For this work on philofophical language is introduced 
in a novel way; the firft volume is ifued from the prefs, but 
before it can be obtained, you mutt depofit Two Guineas, for 
which, befides the firft part, you have a promife of two other 
volumes, at fome zra or other, on the Nown and the Verb. 
So that the furbfcquent parts of the ‘* Diverfions of Purley” 
({trange dverfions that have engaged the attention 30 years, 
and muft occupy a few more) are virtually though not nomi- 


nally publifhed by fubfcription. Would this able philologitt 
| omit 




















Tooke’s Diverfions of: Purley. 657 


omit his political reflections and obfervations in a work on 
Philofophical Language, the ‘ Diverfions of Purley” would 
merit the encouragement and patronage of every fcholar, even 
in this expentive edition; and we earneftly and anxioufly with 
to fee the fubfequent parts relative to the Noun and the Verb ; 
though we believe he will concur in fentiment with the author 
of the “ Saxonand Englifh Languages reciprocally illu(tra- 
tive of each other,” for he fays that “‘ there is no difference 
betwixt the Noun and the Verb except what is made by the 
Particle to,” that is, THO, do, act. 

Mr. H. Tooke fees clearly with Hoogeven, ‘ Particulas 
in fua infantia, fuiffe vel verba vel nomina, vel ex nominibus 
formata adverbia,” and reduces what Grammatifts have di- 
vided into eight, nine, or ten partsof fpeech, into the noun and 
the verb; though, as he obferved before, there is no real dif- 
ference between them, only the verb is a noun put into adfion. 
Speaking on this fubject, he ftates that when rational “ gram- 
mar comes at length (for its application is always late) to be 
applied toa language; fome long preceding corruption caufes 
a difficulty ; ignorance of the corruption gives rife to fome 
ingenious fyftem to account for thefe words, which are con- 
fidered as original and not corrupted. Succeeding ingenuity 
and heaps of mifplaced learning, have increafed the difficulty 
and made the error more obftinate, if not incurable.” 


‘¢ For not only Adjectives and Adverbs, but the Prepofitions as 
well as Conjunctions are to be found amongft the other parts of fpeech. 
The fame fort of corruption, from the fame caufe, has difguifed both: 
and 1 ignorance of their true origin has betrayed Grammarians and 
Philofophe rs into the my fterious and contradiftary language which 
they have held concerning them. And it is really entertaining to ob- 
ferve the various fhifts ufed by thofe who were too fharp-witted and 
too ingenuous to repeat the unfatisfactory accounts of thefe Prepofi- 
tions, “handed down by others; and yet not ingenuous enough to 
acknowledge their own total ignorance on the fubjeét.’’ 


This learned work is written in the manner of a Dialogue 
where the perfons are diftinguithed by the letters B and “H, 
the jatter fignifying Horne. JB atks, after {peaking of the 
rnconfiftency and contradiction of former writers on this fub- 
ject, of Locke, Condillac, R. Johnfon, J. Wilkins, fairer 

and more intelligent than any of them, Alexander Gill, 
W allis, and Greenwood, why H cannot concur with M. M. 
de Port Royal and the Pre fident de Broffes, who acknowled; ve 
prepofitions to have a fignificatioa? On this fubject the fub- 
fequent rematks are introduced: 

‘© H{¥,—Mefficurs de Port-Royal and M. de Broffes deferve for ever 
to be mentioned with refpett ar id grat itude; but, upon this occafion, I 

muit 
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muft anfwer them in the words of Mer. Cafaubon (de lingua He. 
braica)—* Petfuadeant fortaile illis; qui de verbis fingulis, etiam 
vulgatiflimis, a a philoiophis, priufqguam imponerentur, itum in confi- 
lium cedunt. Nos, qui de verborum origine longe aliter opinamur, 
plané pro fabula habemus.’ 

«© Language, it is true, is an art, and a glorious one; whofe influ- 
ence extends overall the others, and in which finally all fcience what- 
ever muft centre. But an art fpringing from neceflity, and originally 
invented by artlefs men; who did not fit down like philofophers to 
invent © de petits. mots pour etre mis avant les noms ;’ nor yet did 
they take for this purpofe ‘ des premiers fon brefs 3 vagues gui leur 
wenoient a la bouche :* but they took fuch and the fame (whether great 
or fmall, whether monofyllable or polyfyllable, without diftin¢tion) 
as they employed upon other occafions to mention the fame real obje@s. 
For Prepofitio us alfo are the names of rea/ objefs. And thefe petits 
“mots, happen i in this cafe to be fo, merely from their re peated corrup- 
tion, owing to their frequent, long-continued, and perpetual ufe. 

sc BR, You affert then that what we call P: re po yfitions, and diftinguifh 
as a feparate part of fpeech, are not a fpecies of words effentially or 
in any manner different from the other parts: that they are not 
© Little avords invented to put before nouns, and to which all lan- 
guages have had recourfe:’ but they are in fa¢ét either Nouns or 

erbs. And that (lke. the Conjunctions) Prepofitions are only 
sen which have been difguifed by corruption ; and that Etymology 
will give us in all languages, what | >hilofophy has att empted in vaine 
And yet I cannot but perceive that fuch words as Prepofitions are 
abfolutely neceffary - difcourfe. 

“© H.—T] acknowled ige them to be undoubtedly neceffary. For, as 
the neceflity of the Article (or of fome equiv alent inventi ion) follows 
from the impoflibility of hav ing in language a di ftinét name or parir- 
cular term for each particular indiy idual 7 idea; (See before, Chap. V.) 
fo does the neceflity of the Prepofitian (or of fome equivalent inven- 
tion) follow from the 7 voffibility of hav ing in lang wage. a diftinct 
compl: x term for each different col/e@ion of ideas Ww hich we may have 
occafion tq put together in difcourfe. The addition or fubtraétion of 
any one idea to or from a collection, makes it a different collection: 
and (if there were degrees of impofiibility) it is ftill more impoflib we 
to ufe in language a different And diftin® cc nplex term fore ach differ 
ent and diftinct codle@ion of rdeas, than it is to ufe a diftinet particu. 
lar term foreach particular and individual idea. To fi ply : there. 
fore, the place of the complex terms which are wanting in a language, 

is the Prepofition employed. By whofe aid complex terms are pre. 
vented from being infinite or too numerous, and are ufed only for 
tele collections of ideas which we have moft fre: quently occafion to 
ition indifcourfe. And this ends is obtained in the moft fimple 
manner in the world. for having occafion in communication to 
mention a collection of ideas, for which there is no one fingle complex 
term in the language, we cither take that compiex term which in- 
cludcs 
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clades the greateft number though not .4//, of the ideas we would 
communicate ; orelfe we take that complex term which includes ///, 
and the feweft ideas more than thofe we would communicate: and then 
by the help of the Pi repofiti ion, we either make up the deficiency in 
the one cafe, retrench the fuperfluity in the other. 

‘© For es ince, 

“© 1. 4 Hou with @ party-« wall,” 

‘6 2. A Houfe witHnovur a roof.”’ 

“* Inthe firft inftance, the complex term is deficient : The Prepofition 
directs to add whatis wanting. In the fecond inftance, the complex 
term is redundant: the Prepofition directs to take away what is 
f{uperfluous 

« Now confidering i it only in this, the moft fimple light, it is abfo. 
lutely necefia ny in either cafe, that the Prepolition itfelf fhould have 
a meaning of its own: for how could we otherwife make known by 

‘it our intention, whether of adding to, or Ene aS from, the 
deficient or redundant complex term we have employ ed? 

“‘ If to one of our modern grammarians I fhould fay—* A Houfe, 
yotn;’—He would afk me —‘ Join what?’—But he would noi 
Col ntend that jorn is an indeclinable word, and has no mean ing of 

ts own: becaufe he knows that it is the Imperative of the Verb, the 
other parts of which are ftill in ufe; and ies own meaning is clear to 
him, though the fentence is not completed. If, inftead of join, I 
fhould fay to him,—‘ 4 Houfe wirn;’—he would ftill afk the 
fame queftion, ‘ Wirn what?’ But if I thould difcourfe with him 


. 2) 
concerning the word w11 Hy he would tell me that 1t was a Z re pofetion 
an indeclinable word, and that it had no meaning of its own, but 

a 1 a a. a 17 } ; .* o E 
only acounotation OY configni fic ‘ation. And yet it wold be Cvicent Dy 


his queftion, that he felt it had a meaning of itsown; which ts in- 
deed the fame as orn. And the only difference between the two 
words w1TH and jorn, ts, that the other parts of the verb WITHAN, 
to jor (of which witH is the imperative) have ceafed to be employ ed 
in the language. So that my inftances ftand thus : 

1. A Howe Join a Party-wall,”’ 
“$ 2.A Houfe BbE-OUT a Sais) 

‘© And indeed fo far has always been plainiy perceived, that wits 
and wirHour are directly opp ofite and contradxtory. Wilkins, 
without knowing what the w ‘ords re ily were, has yet well exprefled 


their meaning, where he fay s that with is a prepolition—‘ relating 
5? f Oo 
to the notion of Jocial or circumftance Ol /ociety a firmed ; and inat 


WITHOUT is a pr petition relating to the fame notion of focral, or 
circum tance of fociety denied.’ 

«* And it would puzz!e the wifeft philofopher to difcover oppofition 
and contradiction in. two words, where neither cf them had any 
fignification. 

ce £. —According then to your explanation, the P.eofition wiTH- 
OUT, is the very fame v ord, and has the very fame meaning as the 
Conjunction wirgour. Does not this in fome meafure cantradict 

what 











660 ORIGINAL CRITICISM. 


what you before aflerted, concerning the faithfulnefs of words to the 
ftandard under which they were originally enlifted ? For there does 
not appear in this cafe to be any melting down of two words into 
one, byfuch acorruption as you before noticed in fome of the Con- 


_ junétions. And yet here is one and the fame word ufed both as a 


Conjunétion and as a Prepofition. 


‘ H.— There is nothing at all extraordinary, much lefs contradiory . 


in this; that one and the fame word fhould be applied indifferently 
either to words or to fentences: (for you muft obferve that the appa- 
rently different application conftitutes the only difference between 
Conjunétions and Prepofitions): for I may very well employ the 
fame word of direétion, whether it be to add a word or to adda 
fentence: and again, one and the fame word of direction will ferve 
as well to take away a word as to take away a/fentenxce. No wonder 
therefore that our anceftors (who were ignorant of the falfe divifions 
and definitions of Grammar which we have fince received) fhould have 
ufed nur indifferently to direét the omiffion either of a word or of a 
fentence: and fhould have ufed wiruovr alfo indifferently for the 
omiffion of a /entence or of a word. But after our authors became 
more generally and better acquainted with the divifions and definitions 
of the Greek and Latin Grammarians, they attempted by degrees to 
make our language alfo conform to thofe definitions and divifions, 
And after that it was, that Bur ceafed to be commonly ufed as a 
known Prepofition; and wirHovur ceafed tobe corre@ly ufed as a 
Conjunétion. 

‘¢ As the meaning of thefe two words pur (I mean that part which 
is corrupted from BuTAN) and wirHovurT, is exa¢tly the fame, our 
authors would moft likely have had fome difficulty to agree amongtt 
themfelves, which fhould be the Prepofition and which the Conjunc- 
tion; had it not been for the corruption of sot, which becaming 
BUT, muit veceflarily decide the choice ; for though wituourT could 
very well fupply the place of the Prepoftion put, it could not fupply 
the place of the sor part of the Conjun@ion put: whereas BUT 
could entirely fupply the place of the ConjunGion witHouT. And 
this, I take it, 1s the reafon why sur has been retained as a Con- 
junction, and witHovur has been retained as a Prepofition. 

«¢ Not however that they have been able fo to banifh the old habit 
of our language, as that But fhould always be ufed as a Conjunétion, 
and witHouT always as a Prepofition. (I mean that sur fhould 
always apparently be applied to /extences, and witHouT always to 
ewords; for that, it muft be remembered, is the only difference be. 
tween Conjunctions and Prepoficions): for pur is ftill ufed frequently 
as a Prepofition: though Grammarians, forgetful or heedlefs of their 
own Definitions, are pleafed to call it always a Conjunction ; 

‘© As thus, © A// pur one.’ 

*¢ And, thoughit is not wow an approved ufage, it is very frequent 
in common fpeech to hear wirrHovur ufed as a conjunction; where, 
inflead of wirHovuT, a corre€t modern {peaker would ufe UNLEss, or 
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fome other equivalent acknowledged conjunétion: and that for no 
other reafon, but becaufe it has pleafed our Grammarians to exclude 
WITHOUT from the number of conjunétions. 

« ?,—And is not that reafon fufficient, when the beft writers have 
fora long time paft conformed to this arrangement ? 

“s H, —Undoubtedly . Nor dol mean to cenfure thofe who follow 
cuftom for the propriety of a purticul: iw language: I do not even 
mean to condemn the cuftom: for in this inftance it is perfectly harm. 
lefs. But I condemn the falfe philofophy which caufedit. I con- 
demn thofe who wilfully fhut their eyes, and affect not to perceive 
the indifferent application of BuT, AND, SINCE, IF ELSE, &c, both 
to «words and to /entences; and ftill endeavour by their definitions to 

uphold a diftinction which they know does not exift even in the 
practice of any language, and which they ought to know cannot 
exift in theory. 

‘¢ To the pedagogue i indeed, who muft not trouble children about the 
corruption of words, the diitinétion of prepofitions and conjunétions 
may be ufeful enough (on account of the cafes which they govern 
when —— to words; and which they cannot govern when applied 
to /entences); and for fome fuch reafon perhaps, both this and many 
other diftingtions were at firft introduced. Nor would they have 
caufed any mifchief or confufion, if the phidofopher had not adopted 
thefe diftinétions ; taken them for real differences in mature, or in the 
operations of the human mind; and then attempted to account for 
what he did not underftand. And thus the Grammatif has mifled 
the Grammarian, and both of them the Philofopher*.”’ 


Relative to Interjections he thus ably exprefles himfelf: 


‘© The dominion of {peech is ereéted upon the downfall of Inter- 
jections. Without the artful contrivancies of language, mankind 
would have nothing but Interje¢tions with which to communicate, 
orally, any of their feelings. The neighing of a horfe, the lowing 
of a cow, the barking of a dog, the purring of a cat, {neezing, 
coughing, groaning, thrieking, and every other involuntary con- 
vulfion with oral found, have almoft as good a title to be called Parts 
of Speech, as Inrerjections have. Voluntary InterjeCtions are only 
employed when the fuddennefs or vehemence of fome affection or 
paffion returns men to their natural ftate; and makes them fora mo- 





* Mr. Tooke had before obferved (p. 69) that ‘ the Article in 
combination with a general term. is merely a fubfitute. But then it 
differs from thefe fubftitutes which we have ranked under the general 
head of Abbreviations ; becaufe it is mecefary for the communication 
of our thoughts, and fupplies the place of words which are zot in the 
language. Whereas Abbreviations are not neceffary for communica. 
tion; and fupply the place of words which are in the language.— 
Pp» 322) WITHAN—PD. 326, BUTAN.”’ 
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ment forget the ufe of fpeech: or when, from fome circumftance, thre 
fhortnefs of time will not permit them to exercife it. And in books 
they are only ufed for embellifhment, and to mark ftrongly the above 
fituations. But where Speech can be employe: d, they are totally ufe- 
fefs; and are always infuficient for the purpo’e of communicating our 
thoughts. And indeed where will yow look for the Interjection : ? 
Will you find it amongft laws, or in books of civil inftitutions, in 
hiftory, or in any treatife of ufeful arts or fciences? No. You mut 
feck for it in rhetorick and poetry, in_novels, plays and romances.” 


Thus, in the language of the incomparable Wilkins, Mr. 


Tooke 


‘¢ By fimplifying and unmafking many wild errors, that fhelter 
themfelves under the difguife of affected phrafes; w hich, being philo- 
fophically unfolded, and rendered according to the genuine and natural 
importance of words, will appear to be inconfiftencies and. contra- 
diétions,. And feveral of thofe pretended myfterious, prof ound 
notions, exprefled 1 in. great {welling w ords, Ww hereby fome men fet up 
for reputation, being this way examined, will appear to be either 
nonfenfe. or very flat and jejune. And though it fhould be of no 
other ufe but thiss yet were it in thefe days well worth a man’s 
pains and ftudy ; confidering the common mifchief that is done, and 
the many impoitures and cheats that are put upon men, under the dif- 
guile-of affected, imfignificant phrafes.’’ Epif?. Dedicat. 


We are glad to find Mr. Tooke’s opinion, relative to Mr. 
Locke’s Effay on the Human Underftanding, coincides with 
our Own in fome refpects, for he obferves that— 


‘6 Te may appear pre fumpt bods, but it is neceffary here to declare 
my opinion; that Mr. Locke in his Eflay never did advance one ftep 
bayond the origin of Ideas and the compofition of ‘Terms.’? 


and that if he had fooner been aware of the infeparable con- 
nexion between Words aud Knowledge, he would not have 
talked of the— 


“© Compofttion of ideas; but would have feen it.was merely 2 con- 
trivance of Language: and that the only compofition was in the 
terms: and confequently that it was as improper to {peak of a complex 
idea, as it would be to call a conitellation a complex far: and that 
they are not ideas, but merely terms, whiclt are general and abfrad. 

{ think too that he would have feen the advantage of * thoroughly 
Ww eighing”’ not only (as he fays) “* the zaperfe@ioxs of Language; ” 

but its ‘perfettions 2 alfo: for the perfe@tions of Language, not properly 
underftood, have been one of the chief caufes of the imperfections of 


air philofophy .’’ 


And we think Mr. Tooke as victorious over the Metaphyfician 
in his obfervations relative to the Human Underftanding, as 
the 
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the Dean of Gloucefter is over the Politician, when confut- 
ing his falfe reafonings on Civil Government. 

After thus opening our review, we fhall proceed to invefti- 
gate the claims of thisauthor to originality, which are much 
greater than we can poffibly admit, and furnifh our readers 
with an accurate explanation and true meaning of our quon~ 
dam eftablifhed Prepofitions, and afterwards refute fome of 
his political dogmas. ‘The work is dedicated— 


‘© TO THE UNIVERSITY OF CAMBRIDGE, 

“© One of her grateful Sons,—who always confiders acts of volun- 
tary juitice towards himfelf as Favours,—dedicates this humble offer. 
ing. And particularly to her chief ornament for virtue and talents, 
the Reverend Doctor Beadon, Matter of Jefus College.’’ 

(To be continued.) 





Arr. XI. The Fall of Underwald. By an Eye Witnefs. 


Tranflated from the German. $vo. Pp. 20. Price 6d. 
Wright, 1798. 


HIS little traé& gives a brief but interefting detail 

of the reduétion of the fmaller Cantons of Switzer- 
land, after the confederacy had been diflolved, and the power 
of the French eftablifhed in the other parts of that defolated 
country. In perufing any account of the tranfadctions of the 
French Republic, or of her inftruments in foreign ftates, we 
are not furprized at any breach of faith however grofs, at 
any enormity however deteitable. ‘The annals of the Great 
Nation exhibit nothing but a feries—not™an indigeffa moles, 
but a fy{tematic accumulation—of frauds, perfidy, and crimes 
of every denomination.—The fate of Switzerland holds out 
one important leffon to the whole world, by proving beyond 
the poflibility of doubt, that no neutrality, however rigid, 
no treaty, however folemn, can operate as ob{tacles with the 
Dire€tory at Paris, to the accomplifhment of their grand 
plan for fubverting all exifting governments, without any 
exception. ‘The following extracts exhibit the condu@ of 
the regenerators on the human race, in a ftrong point of 
view, 


«¢ You knew that a capitulation had been made at Einfidlen, be- 
tween fome of the fmaller Cantons, and the French General Shauen- 
barg, which appeared to fecure to us the uninterrupted enjoyment of 
peace, end of our ancient rights. In this hope we trufted, when 
fuddenly we learnt that, nowwvithflanding this agreement, the Swifs 
Directory at Araw, atting under the immediate influence of France, 
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iwnfilted upon our taking the oath which they had impofed on the reft 
of the Cantons, On receiving this deman}, which was accompa. 
nied by threats, and fupported by the terror of the French arms, ihe 
two little Cantons of Switz and Underwald, fent deputies firft to Lu- 
cerne, and foonafter to Araw, They were received at this place 
with every mark of indignity and infult. In vain they appealed to 
the exprefs ftipulations of the capitulation at Einfidlen. In vain 
they entteated the pretended government of Swifferland not to vio- 
late a treaty refting on public faith, the obligations of which are 
r fpeéted even by the mott, barbarous nations, -This was their anfuer. 
“¢ You, as well as the other Cantons, muft take the oath, and you 
‘¢ muft further give up to us, alive or dead, nine of your principal 
“¢ leaders, and among them, three of your clergy. Many hun- 
*‘ dreds more fhall thare the fame fate. The confequences of your 
‘¢ obitinacy, fhall be held out as an example to the whole world.’ 
P. 1I- 13. 


The confequence of this tyrannical conduét, was a firm 
determination on the part. of the inhabitants of Underwald, 
to defend their liberties with their fwords, and, if attacked, 
to fell their lives dearly. 


«On the* third of Septenber hoftilities began between our people 
and the French, who with the greareft part of their for:es, prepared 
to march up againft Underwald. The French with three armed \ef- 
fels advanced on the lake of Wallenftad, they feized the poft of 
Kirchfitte, but were driven back with great lofs, by a {mall number cf 
our troops. On the fourth they advanced with five armed veftels, 
and.on the fifth with feven to the fame poft, but were repulfed in 
both attacks wich the lofs of many men, and of two veflels, which 
ran a-ground. On our file not one man was killed. On the feventh 
the fame was repeated, ai the faune time fome of them fkirmifhed near 
Alinach and Kerawaid. On the ninth there was a pitched battle, 
which lafted from five in the morning ull night. This battle 
decided our tate, and it may be reckond, even according to the 
teftimony of the Piench, one ef the mett fevere which has been 
fought in our time. ‘Lhe enemy advanced towards us with fome 
of the inhabitants of Berne, Zucher, Lucerne, Overwaid, and’forn e 
traitors belonging to Underwald and Switz. The battle began 
at break of day, and was on both fides equally bloody. Not- 
withitanding the great fuperiority in number of che enemy’s forces, 
(which without exaggeration I may reckon at 18,000.) it would 
not have been eaiy for them to fubdue the courage of our brave men, 
had not treachery affuted thet, and delivered up fome of our moit 
important poits into their hands. 








* The verv fame third of September on which, fix years before, the 
«maMucres of the roth of Auguit were renewed in celd blood, and the 
remains of the Swifs troops at Paris, butchered even in the prifons. 
Ty 
The 
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«© The number of our army was, compared with the French, in- 
confiderable ; it amounted to 2,000, befides 300 Switzers, who 
joined us as volunteers, and fought in common with us. Thefe 
numbers, though fmall, were determined to conquer or to die. 
Their religion, their freedom, the happinefs of their country, their 
wives and children were all at ftake; objects, the refolute defence 
of which thefe children of the Alps confider not merely as a poli- 
tical or moral obligation, but as a religious duty, effential, not only 
to their temporal, but even to their eternal happinefs. TReacuery, 
and the faithleffnefs of fome of our unworthy countrymen, who 
have caft a ftigma on the hoffour of a nation, hitherto fo renowned 
for courage and fidelity, are the caufes of the irregoverable lefs which 
we have fuftained. Our enemies are indebted to the fame Trea. 
CHERY for aLL the advantages which they have acquired in the 
prefent war, and which they feek to attribute to the fame of their 
arms, 

‘¢ The perfidious Directory of Araw co-operated in the execution 
of thefe atrocious projects, and the money exrorted by rapine and 
fraud from the other Cantons, afforded the means of corrupting 
fome of the loweft and moft profligate of the inhabitants of Un. 
derwald. It was thefe villains who fold their country. Under the 
pretence of the warmeft affection to the common caufe, they affo- 
ciated with their countrymen in arms. In the battle they turned 
their backs upon us, and even attempted to imbrue their hands in 
the blood ef their brothers. We refifted long, but at laft rrea- 
cHEeRy aided by fuperiority of number prevailed; the biood of 
the Swifs flowed in ftreams over our once finiling country. 

“* Never did a troop fight with more determined valour, than my 
brave brethren did on that day. No one of them withed to outlive 
the deftruction of his country ; they all courted death, defirous only 
before they fell, to mark their fall by that of an enemy. Even 
our wives appeared to envy the honour which their hufbands ac- 
quired, and took up arms with us, to fhare our glory ; preferring 
death rather than fubmiffion to the mercy of fuch an enemy. More 
than a hundred of them were put to the fword, and died like he. 
roines. Every one knows the cruelty of the French Republicans, 
and how many defencelefs creatures have on every occafion been 
facrificed in cold blood, as victims of their uncontrouled barba- 
rity ; their conduét is but too familiar to all Europe, their plun- 
der of all property, their violation of every thing that is efteemed 
mot facred, their confifcations, their facrilege, and their maflacres ; 
but never was their inhuman rage more itrongly exemplified than on 
this day fo fatal to my gallant countrymen, Our priefts, our nuns, 
our old men, our wives and children, were indifcriminately but- 
chered even at the altar. Churches, houfes, the property of the 
unoffending and defencelefs inhabitants, the little fortunes which the 
unremitted labours of a century had accumulated, were all given as 
a’ prey to the flames. Stanztaadt, Bucks, Beckened, and every 
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houfe as far as Ennemos, are burnt to afhes.—The ground is 
every where ftrewed with bodies, and covered with blood, and 
the fmoke ftill afcending from the ruins of our once peaceable and 
happy dwellings, fpreads itfelf over the whole atmofphere, and adds 
to the horror of the fcene. 

«© SUCH ARE THE GLORIES OF France! Such the triumphs of Ja- 
cobins and Atheifts! Let us in the midft of all our misfortunes pre. 
ferve an unfhaken courage: Let us cherifh with unabated ardour our 
affection for our unhappy country, and above all things let us cul- 
tivate in our hearts the fentiments of that Religion which affords 
the beft reward of virtue, and the fureft confolation in affliction. 
Well knowing that the day will come when every one of the par- 
ricides who have furrendered up their country a prey to thefe mer- 
cilefs tyrants, fhall anfwer for their crime at the terrible JupGe- 
MENT-SEAT OF Gop.” P. 14—I9. 





Art. XII. The Literary Cenfus; a Satirical Poem: with 
Notes. By Thomas Dutton, A. M. Tranflator of the 
Life and Opinions of Sebaldus Noth-Anker. Price 3s. 6d. 
Publifhed dy the Author, No. 66, Drury-Lane. 


; a preface to this work, the author boafts that he is not 
an anonymous writer, but as his name has very little 
authority, we muft confider the work entirely as it is, cither 
as true or falfe, right or wrong. 

In allowing no weight to the name of this Thomas Dutton, 
we differ entirely from himfelf, as he refts the truth of his 
allegations chiefly on his own authority. 

We remember to have heard a ftory of an ignorant peafant, 
who having been feverely handled by the magiitrates of a town, 
boafted that he had been even with them; for, faid he, I 
called aloud, that they were all a pack of fcoundrels. The 
poor ignorant man fuppofed that this abufe was equivalent to 
a proof, not an unnatural conclufion for one who can {cold 
but cannot reafon. ‘This Thomas Dutton’s work, which he 
calls fatire, is a tiflue of invective againft many of the diftin- 
guifhed friends of government, unfupported by an argument, 
and interlarded with {craps of Latin, to make ignorance pafs 
for learning. The author of the “ Purfuits of Literature’ 
is one of his principal objeéts of attack. The charges againft 
him are, firft, he cenfures John Horne Tooke ; fecondly, he 
detefts regicides ; thirdly, he is an enemy tothe diflemination 
of the catholic religion ; fourthly, he attacks the morality of 
Lewis's ‘ Monk’ ; difrefpects Godwin andVolney. For all thefe 
reafons, the author of the ‘‘ Purfuits of Literature,’ on whom, 
for want of better fatire, he beftows a nick-name, is execrated 
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by this Thomas Dutton. Had the author of the Purfuitsof Lite- 
rature praifed the religion of Volney, the philofophy of God- 
win, the morality of Lewis, and the politics of Horne Tooke, 
he might have been honoured with the applaufe of Thomas 
Dutton. As Mr. Dutton inveighs againft that foe of thefe 
worthies, fo he attacks other eminent publications and au- 
thors, who are the determined foes of fuch principles as thofe 
worthies endeavour to propagate. The Britifh Critic ts no 
friend to atheitts, levellers, attempters to deftroy government, 
virtue, and property. The Britifh Critic, and its directors, 
are fcurrilouily abufed by this defender of Volney and 
Godwin. 

As we, the Anti-Jacobin Reviewers, exert ourfelves in 
defence of order, morals, religion, and the Britifh contfti- 
tution, we come in for our fhare of his abufe ; long may we 
be abufed by fuch writers as Mr. Thomas Dutton.—While 
we do our duty in detecting and expofing Jacobinifm, we fhall 
not look for praife from its fupperters, and fhall eftimate the 
fuccefs of our labours the more, from finding it acknowledged 
in the impotent attacks of ignorant Jacobins. Mr. Dutton 
has been, at leaft, indultrious in comprehending a variety of 
individuals and claffes in his fcwrrility ; he has‘devoted twe 
ot three pages of ribaldry to the firft great expofer of Jaco- 
binifm. “The moft frivolous and malgnant motives are attri- 
buted to the immortal Burke. From the fame principle Dr. 
i_awrence is reviled, and, indeed, every friend of govern- 
ment, up to Meflrs. Dundas and Pitt, are abufed by this 
contemptible feribbler. The fame undiftinguifhing mind that 
heaps indifcriminate cenfure on the difapprovers of the French 
revolution, pours indifcriminate praife on its champions; 
Paine, Lanfdown, Sheridan, and Fox, are mentioned in the 
fame terms. 

We mutt do him the juftice to fay, that we agree with him 
in the opinion he has formed of fpouting clubs, and alfo of lay 
preachers, of whom he has given a lift; whether all corre¢t 
we cannot take upon us to fay; fome finftances we know to 
be correct. Qne isa fheep’s-head merchant, another a grin- 
der, a third a book feller and medicine vender, a fourth a peruke- 
maker, and fo on. 

He mentions our late publifher, and profefles to relate anec- 
dotes concerning him ; which, on account of the caufe which 
he profefles to fupport, we trult to be falfe. “The perfon in 
queftion will, we doubt not, for the vindication of his charac- 
ter from fo foul an atperfion, and for the fatisfaction ef thofe 
gentlemen, who more immediately honour him with their 
patronage and protection, as well as for that of his cuftomers in 
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general, immediately commence a profecution, on account of 
a charge fo injurious as the Jacobinical Song, of which Mr. 
Dutton has more than infinuated, that he is the author. 

This publication evidently comes from the fchool of Mr. 
Phillips, whofe name is now fo notorious, that he finds it 
expedient not to infert it in the title pages of many of his 
productions ; and that no bookfeller of any credit or refpec- 
tability, will a& as his publifher. The book before us has 
no bookfeller’s name, and is publifhed, if we be not mif- 
informed, at the houfe of the printer to Mr. SHERIDAN’S 
theatre. 





Art. XIII. Geraldina: a Novel ; founded on a recent Event. 
r2mo. About 575 Pages. 7s. Boards. Robinfons. 1798. 


Wyre faturity always harmlefs, two lines would fuf- 
fice for a review of this novel. But as fillinefs and 
folly often produce as much mifchief as defign, we think it 
our duty to expofe the evil tendency to untutored and unexpe- 
rienced minds, notwithftanding its intrinfic infignificance. 
The recent event to which it alludes, we can eafily recollect 
from the names of places, of country and town refidence, of 
titles, and other objects of eafy imitation, although we can 
readily recollect no actual refemblance of the real characters 
intended to be exhibited, nor probable likenefs to any that 
ever exifted. The plot, characters, and incidents, in fome 
degree, anfwer Hume’s definition of a miracle, as they are to 
be found in no age or country ; in other refpects, they are fo 
far from miraculous, that they are trivial and common place. 

The leading objeé& of the work is, to fhew, that if a woman 
has been compelled, or even induced, to facrifice her affections 
to the commands or wifhes of a parent, fhe may, without 
deviating from the moft perfec virtue, leave the hufband to 
whom fhe has plighted her faith, and betake herfelf to the 
arms of a favourite man. This is no new doétrine, being 
perfectly confiftent with the opinions of Mrs. Woollftonecroft, 
efpecially as expounded and illuftrated in her ** Wrongs of 
Woman ;’* of Mr. Godwin, and others of the new philo- 
fophers. Pope mentions one fpecies of animals remarkable 
for mimetic efforts, as AZfop, many centuries before, de- 
{cribed another. The inferior tribe of romance writers are as 
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prone to imitation as either of the two {pecies to which we 
allude. No fooner does mifemployed genius iuvent a new 
ftyle of extravagance, than the fumble herd follow the erro- 
neous track. The general caufe of the nonfenfe is, no 
doubt, the attempt to write without talents or knowledge ; 
the fpecial fource of that particular nonfenfe is imitation. 

The tale, by which the author endeavours to imprefs on 
her readers the compatibility of adultery with the moft elevated 
virtue, (a compatibility the author acknowledges in the perfon 
of one of the characters, not agreeable to the /i/ly opinion of the 
world, ) is the following :— 

Lord Grey encourages his d2ughter Geraldina to receive the 
addrefs of Mr. Fitz-Aubert, with whom the immediately falls 
in love, but afterwards meeting a more advantageous offer 
from the heir of the Duke of Norman, he infifts that his 
daughter fhould leave Fitz-Aubert, and marry the other, 
Having formed this refolution, he writes to Fitz-Aubert, that 
he had got a better offer for his daughter, which, of courfe, 
cancelled his promife. We do not believe any nobleman or 
gentleman in the kingdom would have fo openly and dire€tly 
avowed his difregard of every principle of honour and juttice : 
le would have, at leaft, invented fome more plaulible excufe ; 
therefore the author fhould have done it for him, if pofleffed 
of any invention herfelf.* Geraldina confents to obey her 
father. Lord Seagrove, whom fhe marries, is an amiable and 
worthy man, and does every thing in his power to render her 
happy ; fhe, however, retains her affection for her former 
lover, elopes with him, is divorced, marries her gallant, and 
the ftory concludes with her virtue and happinefs. This fhort 
and fimple tale, narrated in letters, by eleven pairs of corre- 
fpondents, with the comments and fentimental refleGtions of 
the feveral letter-writers ; three more marriages, two elope- 
ments, and one fuicide ; three or four epifodes, a piece of 
borrowed poetry, and other extraneous articles, make up the 
novel. The author, now and then, aims at political dif- 
éuffion, and introduces much hacknied cant on the diltreffes 
of the poor, diftreifes of which a great part exift in the 
invention only of the abler Jacobins, and the credulity of their 








* We fay herfelf, becaufe in almoft every page we find defcrip- 
tions of mafquerades, routes, fafhionable parties, and drefs, the detail 
of all which we can hardly fup pole would occupy aman. It is evi- 
dently, however, only a foi udne /s fe rd. fcr th; no h; igh ly fe, without 
any know ledge of the manners, cuftoms, aad file, which the affects 
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humble imitators. Among the proofs of originality afforded 
by the author, is the noted contrivance, firit imputed to Sir 
Richard Stecie, of a man giving an entertainment, with an 
execution in hie houfe, and, in order to conceal his fituation, 
drefling the bailiffs as footmen. 

The author attempts to be very fevere on what he fuppofes, 
vuigar opulence. Her exhibition, however, fhews, that her 
acquaintance is very imperfcét with mercantile charaéters, 
and the manners of their families: if fhe has vifited in the 
city, it muft have been, we prefume, among its lower claffes ; 
of its higher, the is evidently completely ignorant, 

On the whole, this isa trifling, flippant work, manifefting 
no intellectual ability, and of a hurtful moral tendency to 
thofe weak or uninformed readers, who may not perceive its 
tolly and abfurdity. 
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Art. XIV. A Sermon preached at Hawk/tane Chapel, before the 
two Troops of North Shropfbire Yeomanry Cavalry, Sept. 
25, 1798, the Day of the Prefentation ¢ of their Standard. 
By the Rev. Richard De Courcy, Vicar of St. Alkmand’s 
Shrewfbury. 


. 


F pure feriptural truth, loyal principles, perfpicuity of 
expreffion, with elegance of ftile and language, have any 
claim to refpect and attention, the above difcourfe has cer- 
tainly all thefe to recommend it in a very ss Ae and 
the learned and amiable Vicar of St. Alkmond is juitly en- 
titled to the thanks of every real friend to our happy Con- 
ftitution both in Church and State. 

Inftead, however, of offering any further teftimony of 
6ur own, in favour of the excellent fermon under con fide. 
ration, we are happy i in the opportunity of giving the fenti- 
ments of a truly refp ectable prelate in it’s behalf, by copy- 
ing verbatini part of a letter, with a fight of w hich, ( with- 
out the knowledge of the author of the fermon) a friend 
of his has indulged us. 


6 DEAR SIR, 
“« T am very {fe rry it has not segge in my power to thank vou 
fooner for the very excellent fermon, hich you had the goodr nefs 
tofend me, and which I have read a wi Bes more than once, 
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with additional pleafure each time. It ought to be recited pub. 


licly at the head of every corps of yeomanry in the kingdom ; 


or, which would be fill bee, a copy of it fhould be given to 
each pete I hope, at lea » you will fend on to the editors cf 
the Anti-jacobin Revies w, whofe principles, both religious and po. 

litical, will induce them to take proper and early notice of it, and 
thereby give it a degree of pu iblicity, which it may not otherwife 
obtain, howevei - deferving of it in ali refpects. 

«¢ Allow me to repeat my very fincere thanks for the pleafure I 
have had in perufing this « “xcellent difcourfe, as well as for the ho- 
nour of your attent jon in fi nding it tome, and to requeit that you 
will believe me, with the truet ref {pect and efteem, 

«* Dear Sir, 
Your much obliged, 
And taithtui humble fervant, 
%& & 8 #92 


Not being authorized to annex the name of this elegant fcholar and 


found divine, we have not done it. 


Several other teftim onies equally ftrong, and from the 
higheft authorities, might be brought forward. but we for- 
bear the mention of them ;. and only add, that we are cer- 
tain eve ry reader whofe mind is cul iefstatedl with true religion, 
and refined by tafte for compoflition, will receive a great 
treat, “(to ufe the very words of one of the mot eminent 
dignitari ies and diftin guil fhed prea chers of the prefent age,) 
“cf ‘om the perufal of ’ this very impreffive, well reafoned, and 
meg ‘ent difcourfe.’ y 














A rt. XIV. Publick Worjhip a focial Duty. A Sermon preached 
on occafion of the Author's Collation to a Prebhend in the 
Catheds al Ch rch of Li ‘ichpield, on Sunday, Aug. 6, 17975 
and defigned as a Lonne Exheortation to the higher Ranks 
of Sa ciety im { t Britain, By G. A. Thomas, M. A. 
Redtor of Woolw ich, Kent. Pp. 36. Rivingtons. 


HE duty and advantages of focial worfhip are here 

a at with» much clearne(s..and _feafon; ible argu- 
ments—and, ‘¢ this friendly exhortation to the higher ranks 
ot fociety, ’ is conve yed In langua ve " hich does confide erable 
credit to the writer —We fincerely with it may produce its de- 
ligned effect, and ailift the pat riotic and pious views of its 


auhin ‘¢ in fupport of that publ c profeffion of religion, 
which, as he well obferves, is ey 008 fure foundation of 


public fecurity.—In vain fhali we look for any other; 
reafon, confcience, moral fenfe, municipal edicts, will all 
prove inefficient and nugatory, when oppofed to the reftlefs 
and {clfifh pailions of mankiad, unlefs they reft on the 
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bafis, and are fanctioned by the authority, of religion. The 
expediency of this principle to reftrain inordinate appetite, 
and preferve the balance of the paflions, has been acknow- 
ledged by the concurrent voice of every civilized nation, 
both of the ancient and modern world. To controvert fo 
univerfal a principle remained for the vifionary theorifts of 
the prefent i innovating age. But as our enemies are fome- 
times our beft monitors, from them we may learn juftly to 
appreciate a principle, by the effects that immediately ‘en- 
fued from the rath fubftitution of another, which, under the 
{pecious name of philofophy, has barbarized millions of the 
human race, and deluged its native foil with an inundation 
of unparalleled atrocities and enormities.”—We fear, how- 
ever, that we have not profited as we ought by this awful 
inftru@tive leffon, and that there is much truth in the 
following obfervation ef Mr. Thomas, ‘‘ that a growing 
indifference to religion among too many of the higher or- 
ders of fociety has tended to generate that impious depra- 
vity {among thofe of inferior rank), which almoit defies 
the ftrong arm of power to controul, ere it fucceed in its 
diabolical machinations, to fubvert the nobdleft fabrick of 
public happinefs, that divine and human wifdom ever con- 
curred to erect on earth.” 

Though we admit the general accuracy of this author’s 
reafoning, we cannot, if we underftand him rightly, agree 
with him altogether in a reflection, which he thinks “ fo 
ebvious, that it even feems impertinent to have touched upon 
tt.”— We conceive that he confounds Government with Re- 
ligion, when he fays that the latter ‘ allows every denomi- 
nation of Chriftians fuch modes of worthip, as their con- 
fciences moft approve.” —Governments may, and in this imper- 
fect {tate perhaps they mutt, tolerate error. But though we 
are far from withing to cenfure the mild fpirit of our own 
excellent Conftitution, which while it approves only of one 
form, does not perfecute any. We mutt be permitted to 
have our doubts, whether, in a religious light, modes of wor- 
fhip are ever mere matters of indifference, abandoned to 
the caprice of private confetences. We confefs we have 
fearched the feriptures in vain for fuch a warrant—ncither 
can we find any fanétien from our bletfed Lord in any pag e 
or paflage of his gofpel, < allowing t: ‘at mode of worfhip,”’ 
which refufes him the homage due to his divinity, however 
it may be approved by the confcience of an Unitarian, or 
conformable to the creed of a deiftical diffenter. 
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Art. XVI. Twenty-two Sermons, on Various Subjezts, felefled 


from the Works of Ifaac Barrow, D.D. Oxtord, (at the 
Clarendon Prefs) 1798. $vo. Pp. 469. 


E are glad to fee the Univerfity Prefs employed in re- 
printing old Englith books, in a portable fize, on good 
paper, with a good type and ink, and at a reafonable price. 
We felt that the literature of the country owed them thanks, 
when they re- printed, in the courfe of laft year, the Ovigines 
Sacre ot Stillingfleet, and Pearfon on the Creed, each i in 
2 vol. o¢tavo. It had the effect of bringing into notice two 
moft excellent works, that, in the viciflitudes attending books, 
as well as every thing elfe, had fallen a little into neglect. 
The re - printing of Wheatley on the Common Prayer, in 
octavo, did not feem to be f» neceTary, as we had it in that fize 
nobalihs la our opinion, the ineceetts of learning are greatly 
promoted by the mere mechanical indultry of re-printing old 
books, in a portable fize, and we moit heartily wilh the Uni- 
verlity may proceed in giving all encouragement to this 
department of their prefs. 
Sincerely approving as we do thefe recent publications, we 
fhall not make any re sinark upon them, but fuch as may be 
ventured by a frie: ndly critic. Thofe of Stillingfleet and Pear- 
fon, being prior to the commencement of our Review, are not 
objects of criticifm to us; we have not, therefore, pom 
them as we have this Selection from Bisvow: The Sermons 
here given are fo excellent, that it is not worth examining 
w hether any as good, or better, might be chofen from the 
works of Barrow; we hope this volume may be fo well re- 
ceived as to Leihice the compiler to favour us with another. 
But we cannot help remarking, that the fhort quotations of 
Greek and Hebrew are not fo errs as fuch palflages, when 
fhort and few, may very reafonably be expected always to be. 
There are, we believe, in this octavo volume, only three quo- 
tations of Hebrew, and one of them (Pp. 66) is incorrect; 
it is, indeed, in one of the /mr/ar letters, which are the 
frequent caufes of error in printing Hebrew books; but this 
is hardly excufable in a mere quotation; the errors in the 
Greek are fometimes in letters, atid fometimes in pun€tuation, 
which equally difturbs the fenfe: many fuch may be difcovered 
by running over the paffages at the bottona of. the pages. 
Another obfervation applicable to all thefe publications, is, 
vhat they are not introduced by a fyllable of Preface or Ad- 
vertifement. This is expeéted in all re-publications ; and 
we more efpecially look for it on the prefent occafion ; they 
are books written in fupport of Religion, and the eftablithed 
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Church ; Barrow, Pearfon, and Stillingfleet are of the for- 
mer clafs ; ; Wheatley (and Hooker, re- publithed in octavo, 
fome years fince) of the latter; they feem to be chofen as 
particularly fuited to the prefent times; and, coming from 
the prefs of a Univerfity, it might have been well to ‘deliver 
them to the public, with fome commendation of the work, 
and fome notification of a defign in the re-publifhing of 
them. As they are at prefent, they have the appearance of 
mere mercantile undertakings, not quite ona level with the 
literary projects of a learned Univeriity. 

In anfwer to this, we know it may be alledged, that the 

imprint of thefe books; “¢ At the Clarendon Prefs,” does not 
import, that they are academical works; but this diftinGion 
is not under{tood fufficiently to acquit the Univeriity from a 
refponfibility for every thing that comes from their prefs; if 
they let out the ufe of it to private undertakers, it behoves 
them to fee, that fuch perfons cultivate the univerfity foil as 
the owners themfelves would, and that they fend into the 
world no produce which the body itfelf might be afhamed to 
own; if they have not this precaution, they feem to truft the 
eredit of literature to more chance than fuch a valuable de- 
pofit ought to be expoied to. 

We hope this remark will be taken in as good part as it is 
meant. It comes froma Son, and a true one, of Alma Mater; 
one who withes to fee her enjoy the eminence fhe is entitled 
to, in the literature of the country ; one who is ready to give 
her praile for the prefent efforts, though they are merely ty . 
pographical; and who will join moft fincerely in congratu- 
lating her upon every fucceeding one, that manifefts the Tearn- 
ing and induftry of herfelf as a body, or of any among her 
members. 
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Arr. XVII. View of the Caufes and Confequences aay Ameri- 
can Revolution, in thirteen Difcourfes, preached in North 
America, between the years 1763 aud 1775. By Jonathan 
Boucher, A. M. and F.R.S. Vicar of Epfom, Surrey. 
Svo. Pp. 596. Price gs. ‘Robinfons, London. 1797. 


HESE difcourfes exhibit the amiable and interefting 
fpectacle of a Chriftian Minifter, endeavouring, by ear- 
neft ad inceiJant admonitions, enforced by the highelt autho- 
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rity, to preferve his people from the guilt of rebellion againft 
their lawful Sovereign. This laudable endeavour failed of 
fuccefs ; it was not in the power of this pious divine to item 
the torrent of mifguided and factious enthufiafm, although he 
called in to his aid the moft per[picuous, cogent, and incon- 
trovertible reafoning. But he is entitled to reflect, with 
heartfelt fatisfaction, on fo able and confcientious a difcharge 
of his duty. The remembrance of his exertions on that 
occafion will, we doubt not, gild, with a chearful ray, his 
lateft moments, and, what is ftill more important, infpire 
him with unfading joy when called upon to give an account 
of the flock entruited to his care. 

It is with much fatisfaétion that we witnefs the publication 
of thefe difcourfes ina permanent form. They afford a valu- 
able acquifition to the literature of the country. They eluci- 
date with much Jearning, and in a very fatistactory manner, 
many fubjeéts of theological difquifition. “They convey much 
important inftrudtion refpecting the duties of fubjects, which 
duties they deduce, in a clear and fatisfactory manner, from 
the nature andend Is ; of fociety, and from the ‘exprefs mandate 
of Revelation, and th ey ' difpla 1yin the perfon of the preacher 
an example of zeal, piety, and perfeverance, which may 
ferve as a model to other divines, who may have the misfortune 
to be placed in a fituation alike critical and arduous. 

But notwithftanding fuch various excellence, it fo happens 
that the Critical Reviewers can find in this publication little 
elfe than an opportunity to vent their fpleen againit ‘* an un- 
pleafant combination of politics and theology.’ 

Before we quit thefe :mpartial critics, we fhall explain, if 
not to theirfatisfaction, at leaft we truft to that of our readers, 
the true caufes which render the ‘* combination” of which 
they complain. “ unpleafing ;”’ and we fhall prove that it is not 
fo on all occafions. In the mean time it will be proper to let 


thefe enemies to all unfeafonable introduction of political topics 
{peak for themfelves. 


se We here meet with an unpleafing combination of politics and 
theology, in a feries of fermons preached during that critical, period 
which prepared the Americans for a war with this country. ‘This 
union of two. difcordant fubjects we fhall ever re probate. ”__¢ Te ig 
the part of a Minifter of Chrift to explain, to his auditors the whole 
nature of that fpirirual kiny gdom which our Saviour came upon earth 
to eltablifh, to prepare their minds for the reception of divine truth, 
to correct their errors and prejudices, abate the rage of paffion, and 
promote univerfal benevolence. Here is full fcope for the exercife of 


the greateit talents ; he ot ight to have no inducement to lock beyond 
his 
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his {phere for new matter; and as well might he make agriculture, 
mechanics, trade, or manufacture, the theme of his difcourfes, as 
litics.’ 

“6 By fuch proceedings, the ends for which Chrittians affemble on 
Sundays are entirely fruitrated. Our anceftors endeavoured, in the 
times of fuperttition, to ettablifh what they cailed the truce of God. 
"The idea was a good one ; and furely better ‘informed Chriftians might 
Jearn from them to appropriate one day in feven to the fame purpote ; 
to banith on that day poiitical difcuflion and party rage; and to de- 
vote it to fpiritual concerns. By this ufe of the fabbath they would 
be better prepared to meet the evils of the times. 

€ In political difcourfes the minifter hus no rule to guide him. Tle 
cannot refer to our Saviour and his Apoftles, for they’ do not treat of 
forms of government; of the nature of ufurpation, or of the {trict 
Jimits of refittance end obedience. "! hey have left us a general rule ; 
that when the maxims of this world interfere with thofe of the gofpel, 
we are to preter the latter to the former.’’ 


It is remarkable that Mr. Boucher, aware probably that 
there were fuch men in the world as Critical Reviewers, antici- 
pates the very objection which is here urged againft this work; 
and, as if he had known them /ntus ef in cuie, he ftates it pre- 
cifely i in the form in which it is advanced by them, and repels 
it moft completely in the following words :— 


‘© The whole of its force feems to reft on the terms fpolrtics 
being confined in igs fenfe to the wrangling debates of modern affem- 
blies ; debates which far too often turn entirely on the narrow, felfith, 
and fervile views of party... ‘The term has been, and in fuch a dif. 

uifition ought to have been, ufed in a much more extended and 
more dignified fenfe, comprehending all that long lift of duties which 

every Man owes to fociety in his public capacity. Every man is at 
Jeaft as much concerned to be a good fubject, as he is to be a good 
neighbour ; and fo far is a pre acher from being chargeable with being 
guilty of a confufion of duties, or of affuming a character which does 
not belong to him, that he atts ttrictly within the line of his pro. 
feifion, when he explains as well as he is able, and enforces on the 
people committed to his care, their public as well as their private 
duties. Such politics are, literally, the healing voice of charity.” 


As this {pecimen of found reafoning and logical difcrimina- 
tion, though, in point of time, antecedent to the charge ad- 
vanced by the Reviewers, is, in point ef effect, an anfwer to 
that charge, it devolved, of courfe, upon thofe gentlemen to 
reply ; but in vain have we examined their morfel of criticifm 
to difcover how they would either repel the diftintion above 
made between a political wrangler and a teacher of public as 
well as private duties, or prove that the author was not in- 
titled to the benefit of that diftin@ion. One of thefe tafks, 
difficult as it might be, it was incumbent on them to perform ; 

but 
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but inftead of attempting either, they take not the leaft notice 
Gf the above paflage, although it lay before them, full in their 
view, and although it applied dire@tly to the ferious charge 
which they had thought proper to advance.—At firft we were 
inclined to cenfure this omiflion ; but upon farther confidera- 
tion we are of opinion, that whatever appearance it may have 
in point of candour and faitnefs of criticifm, it was certainly 
dictated by found policy. 

There is extant, however, a ftill better anfwer than that 
which the author had wilely provided to the cenfure in 
queftion. When we fay better, we do not mean more found, 
juft; or more clearly expreffed ; but we allude to a principle 
which prevails ‘in judicial proceedings ; that a party is the 
beft poffible evidence againft himfelf. It fo happens that other 
publications have been brought before the High Tribunal of 
thefe Reviewers, which have difplayed, not merely a combi- 
nation of poiitics and theology, but a combination; in which 
the political part was of that intemperate kind which was 
calculated (in theirown language) to ‘* keep alive the flame 
of difcord.” Such a combination might be expected to 
prove not only ‘‘ unpleafing,” but d:/pleafing, in a very high 
degree to the nice palate of thefe faftidious critics; but 
“<de guftibus non eft” difputandum.” The difcordant union 
has, in the cafes to which we refer, (which, unfortunately, 
are too numerous for fpecification,) efcaped without the 
{malleft cenfure. No fymptom of difapprobation has ap- 
peared, where the fevereft condemnation might have been ex- 
pected, 

To explain this riddle would puzzle Oedipus himfelf, if 
the pages of the Critical Review did not furnifh a clue for its 
folution. The general tenor of thofe pages, for feveral years 
pat, in relation to fubje&ts, either purely political, or 
politico-theological, enable us to unravel the myftery, by 
fuggefting that the authors of this work fingle out Mr. 
Boucher as an object of their reprehenfion, for having in- 
culcated from the pulpit the duties of fubjeéts, not fo much 
On account of the place from which he taught tho!e duties, 
or of the combination by which he connected them with 
theology, as of a certain diflike which thefe gentlemen enter- 
tain to the duties themfelves. Hence they are full of indig- 
nation when they fee a minifter avail himfelf of the belt, 
and perhaps the only, occafion he can have to exhort his peo- 

le, after the example of the Apoftles, to ‘* Honour the 

King and all who are put in authority under him ;” to 
“‘fubmit themfelves to governors ;” to ‘* be fubject to the 
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higher powers ; remembering that ‘the powers that be 
are ordained of God ;” and to refrain from ‘ {peaking evil 
‘ef dignities.”’. But, on-the other hand, they have no repug- 

nance to a mixture of theology and politics, provided the 
political ingredients be properly chofen; provided thofe 
mgredients have a tendency to excite difaffeion, and to 
urge off, what thefe reviewers feem to think, the peccant 
allio of loyalty and allegiance. In fhort, though they” 
are difpleafed at a divine, who, in the sucectie. of his func- 
ions, endeavours to maintain the quiet and gooi order of 
ociety, they do not cenfure a preacher who blows from the 
pulpit the trumpet of fedition, and proclaims aloud the holy 
right of infurrection. 


(To be continued.) 
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Art. II, 4 Second Letter to the Hon. Thomas Erfkine, cone 
taining farther Striétures on his “© View of the Caufes and 
Confequences of the War ,” fame Reficdiions on the Subje& 
of the prefent Negoc: slits. and Obfervations on the late 
Voluntary Loan; with a Ward to the Critics fubjoined. 
By John Gifford, Efg. Author of ‘*A Letter to the Ear] 
of Lauderdale,” &c.&c. 8vo. Price 2s. Pp. 80. oth 
Edition. Longman, London. 1798. 


WM R. Gifford is a politic al writer, who, in the language 
and opinion of the Critical Reviewers, “ certainly 
deferves no quarter.” Crit, Rev. 1797, P. 336. For he has 
attacked the legal champion of Oppolition in his entrench- 
ments, furrounded by his army of tropes and figures, panyeed 

on the right by the corps of fuppreffion, infidelity, and mif- 
reprefentation : : his left covered by anachronifm, infolence, 
and egotifin, and driven from the pofition he had taken. The 
commander in chicf had previoufly var nquifhed this rhetorical 
warrior in the arena of St. Stephen’s chapel, in the war of 
words, and had long fince retired from the combat againft 
the cock of the Pitt, with his train ot /eceders ; he afterwards 
occupied the defiles of Grub- ftreet, where his predatory 
manoeuvres were unworthy the attention of the general, but 
the captains, Gifford and Bowles, have driven in his out- 
pots, fieged the corps of types, a hardy and durable body, 
almoft immortal, and reduced him to fuch a miferable fitua- 
tion, that he dares not fire a Pop-gun, left thefe watchful 
wards fiould purfue him in his gloomy retreat. In Plain 
nelith, Mr Erfkine, fubfequent to Lord’ Malmefbury’s ne- 
gociation at Lifle, was to make a motion in the Houle of 
Commons, 
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Commons, relative to the infincerity of Minifters on fuch 
occalion ; but his conftitution is at times fo delicate, his 
nerves fo unftrung, his feelings fo refined, tkat he could not 
complete his oration, but retired indifpofed and unable to 
proceed into detail, confequently. incapable of receiving the 
charge of his opponents, which he has not fince afflumed the 
courage to encounter. ‘That the world of politicians might 
not lofe the intended elegant oration, this friend of peace 
committed to the prefs his ‘* View of the Caufes and Confe- 
quences of the War,” a work agreeably to the.fentiments of 
the New Annual Regifter, ‘< whether confidered in a political 
or hiftorical light, juftin its views, candid and conciliating in 
its fentiments, and unanfwerable in its arguments. And it 
is drawn up with that fimplicity, perfpicuity, and elegance, 
that happy mixture of logic and rhetoric, which render it 
admirably adapted to produce impreffion. With pride we can 
appeal to it, asa moft able defence of the leading political 
principles, reafonings, and ftatements, which we have ad- 
vanced during the period under review.” Dom. Lit, P. 280. 

The firft letter of Mr. G. comes not with propriety under 
our confideration, becaufe he has reviewed the reviewers in 
this Second Letter, and anticipated our labours. In this work 
Mr. G. arranges his obfervations virtually under the titles of 
Inaccuracies proceeding from failure of memory in his oppon- 
ent, of flatements of Infidelity, Suppreffions, and Mifreprefenta- 
tions. We affert, without apprehenfion of contradiction, 
that he has made good all thefe points, and we will exhibit a 
few of each to juttify our affertion. 

Chronology is the foundation of true hiftory ; and, in the 
words of Mr. G. to the honourable barrifter, 


‘* There is no one circumftanee in political controverfy more favour- 
able to the purpofes of mifreprefentation, than a ftudied negleét in the 
verification of dates. By the infidious omiffion to ftate precife pe- 
riods, fa¢ts, which cannot otherwife be approximated, are eafily 
brought into conjunction ; and the triumph of fraud is too often 
rendered complete by the credulity of indolence. Adverting to the 
feditious publications of the democratic focieties in this kingdom, you 
feek to afford them an indireét juftification, by imputing them to a 
*¢ juft indignation towards the confederacies then forming in Europe :’” 
whereas the fact is, that the publieations in queftion preceded the 
birth of the confederacies, none: of which were forming at that time, 
The Emperor’s letter from Padua, of the 27th of July, 1791, is 
the fir? itep which excited the cenfure of the French, as it appears 
from the dceree pafled againft him by the National Affembly in the 
month of January 1792. And in April 1791, the Revolution 
Society in London fent an addrefs to the Jacobia Club at Paris, 
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containing the following expreflions : ‘ Royal prerogatives injurious 
to the public intereft, a feruile Peerage, a rapacious and intolerant 
Clergy, and a corrupt Reprefentationy are grievances under which 
we labour. But as youy perhaps, have protited from the example 
of our anceftorsy fo fhall we from your late’ glorious and fplendid 
actions.’* Now, Sir, if in thefe two circumftarices the confedera- 
eies for the prefervation of exifting inftitutionsy on the one hand, and 
the affociations for the purpofe of fubverting them, on the other, 
you really defcry caufe and effett, you muft certainly admit, that the 
affociations produced the confederacies, fince caufe muft precede 
effect. 

“In the fame fpirit of accuracy, you mention the cdnfequences 
réfalting from Mr. Burke’s celebrated Reflections on the French Re- 
volution-as one of the circumftances which gave rife to the King’s 
Proclamation, although Mr. Burke’s publication appeared in No- 
vember r796,- and the proclamation was not iffued till the a1ft of 
May 1792. Inorder, however, to magmify the confequence of your 
party,-and to excite-am odium againft the government, you ftate the 
immediate caufe of that proclamation to have been the notice given 
by Mr. Grey, in the Houfe of Commons,-of his intention to move 
for a Parliamentary Reform. Here again you aré guilty of a mif- 
reprefentation, which a {mall degree of attentioh to faéts would have 
taught you to avoid. It was im the beginning of May, that the 
Facobin Correfpondence of the Revolution Society, quoted above, was 
Sift publifoed in the form of a regular volume ; and Paine’s Second 
Part of the Rights of Man, combining Practice with Principle, ap- 
peared about the fante time, and was induftrioufly circulated by the 
factious clubs in this kingdom. ‘Thefe were the real grounds of the 
proclamation’; ard the Jacobin Correfpondence was pretty diitinctly 
alluded to in the paper itfelf. 

“ Your artful approximation of remote fa¢ts, and yoor fudious 


omiffion of intervening circumftances, are remarkable in the following, 


paflage of your book: ‘ The proclamation was planted as the only 
genuine banner of loyalty ;- voluntary bodies, to ftrengthen the 
executive power, by maintaining profecutions,: were every where in- 
{tituted ; fociety was rent afunder, and the harmony and freedom of 
Englith manners were, for a feafon,. totally deftroyed.. It was at 
this period that the feeds of war were fewn.’+ We have feen that 
the proclamation. was iffued on the 21ft of May ; and the loyal 
affociations, it is well known, were not eftablifhed till November 
following ;, and, in the interval, the difaffected focieties had’ fent 
emiffaries and ambaffadors to France, to congratelate the rebels ori 
the abolition*of Monarchy, and to exprefs a hope that their example 


might be getierally followed throughout Europe. If by-* this period,” 


_ —— ~~ — ~aie 








. * Correfpondence of the Revolution Society, p. 86. 
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you mean the period of the eftablifhment of the loyal affoctations, 
you are fo far correct; the feeds of war were then fown ; but not be, 
caufe meafures of precaution had been adopted in England, but be- 
caufe the National Affembly had previoufly paffed the decree of 
fraternization on the 1 gth of November, and had taken thofe other 
fteps noticed in my former letter, which attually led to the com. 
mencement of hoffilities, : 

“* You are fingularly unfertunate in your fele@tion of authorities for 
the fupport of your favourite pofitions. Alluding to the reforming 
{pirit of the age, in your opinion * virtuous and laudable,’ you ob- 
ferve,* “This fpirit is at yrefent high in Ireland; and the recent 
zeal of that brave and virtuous people has completely detected the 
falfe and maiicious calumnies upox both countries. It has demonftrated, 
that @ defire to reform abufes in the government is not at all conneéted 
with di/oyalty to its eftablifoment, and that the reftoration of a free 
conftitution, by the wifdom and fpirit of a nation, bas xo alliance 
avith, but, On the contrary, is utterly abhorrent tog JSubm fen toa 
Soreign force,’ v. 3—6, 


What will Mr. Erfkine now fay to the utter abhorrence of 
United [rithmen to affiliate with the commander Hoche, fince 
the publication of the Reports of the Irifh Committees ? 


“¢ In tracing your errors, mifreprefentations, and perverfions, the 
mind is abfojutely loft in amazement at their frequency and grofinefs ; 
and it is {carcely poffible to conceive how a publication, which, I am 
credibly informed, was fubmitted to the judgment of your party before 
it was fent to the prefs, could be yfhered to the world in fuch a ftate, 
Adverting to the refufal of the Britifh government to mediate between 
tne Belligerent powers, accompanied by an avowal of their determi- 
nation not to interfere with the internal affairs of France, you fay,t 
this paper ‘ was written only a few days before M. Chauvelin 
ayas ordered to guit the kingdom,’ Lord Grenville’s note, here 
quoted, was written on the 8th of July 1792, and the order of M, 
Chauvelin to quit the kingdom was delivered to him on the 24th of 
{eunry 1793!!!—~A few days/—-Your pen feems to operate as 2 

ind of pofitical telefcope, by means of which you approximate or 
remove objects as it fuits your argument to magnify or diminith 
them, 

“« I fhould certainly deem it neceffary to expofe this ftrange confufion 
of dates, were it only for the purpofe of proving your fhameful in. 
attention to your fubject, and your confequent ery | to dif. 
eufs it. But I have a farther object to promote by the detection of 
your mif-ftatements ; to difconneét the whole chain of your reafon. 
ing, and to deftroy the very groundwork of your arguments,” 
Pe 12, 13, 


* Pp, zr. t P, 35. . 
Zz 3 Relative 
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Relative to our involving Holland in war, Mr. G. addreffes 
the orator thus :-— 


, Continuing in the fame ftrain and in the fame fpirit, you re- 
amark that the refufal to mediate with the Emperor was given a¢ the 
wery fame moment that we were involving Holland in the horrors of 
war! Here again you bring feafons in conjunction which Nature 
has kept feparate, and make fummer and winter appear at rhe very 
ame moment; for certain it is that no fteps were taken-to affitt 
Holland until the winter was far advanced ; and equally certain, that 
the defence of an ally againft the actual attack of an enemy is a fingu- 
Jar mode of involving her in a wat. 

‘¢ After the depofition of Louis XVI. and the eftablifhment of a 
Republic, M. Chauvelin could no longer be eonfidered by the Britifh 
Government as a public character ; {till, however, you admit that 
the Secretaty of State maintained a correfpondence with him. Ana 
here let me remark, that as you cite the circumftance of his not being 
recalled as ‘a pretty {trong proof that France was not then defirous 
of feeking a caufe for quarrel,’ it ought to have occurred to you that 
his being fuffered to remain here might ftill more naturally be con- 
fidered as a ftrong proof that the Britifh Government were anxious 
to avoid all pretext for hoftility : but fuch an admiffion was foreign 
from your purpofe. You proceed to enumerate the charges preferred 
by this country againft France, as they appeer to you, from a refe- 
rence to the correfpondence above noticed. Among thefe charges 
you mention the proceedings of the Convention refpecting the Scheldt, 
the decree of the 19th of November, and the attack upon Holland ; 
and you then obferve, that ‘ M. Chauvelin fad explained himfeif 
upon thefe fubjects in the early part of the corre/pondence,’* Here 
you are unintelligible. Do you mean the correfpondence before 
quoted, which took place in the months of May and July? How 
could that explain the decree of the 1gth of November, the othe: 
decree about the Scheldt of nearly the fame date, and the attack upon 
Holland ?—After that communication, (with the exception of two 
fhort letters merely defiring a conference) no correfpondence pafled 
between Lord Grenville and M, Chauvelin until the saventy-/eventh 
of December, a date which I muft entreat you bear in your 
recollection, as I fhall prefently make it appear to be very material. 
And this conference could not allude to thofe decrees, becaufe it was 
folicited before M. Chauvelin knew that they had paffed, on the very 
day indeed on which the moft important of them is dated,—the 1gth 
of November 1792.” 


Thefe are mif-ftatements imputed to a failure of recollec- 
tion. We will hereafter exhibit thofe claffed under the 
charge of infidelity. 

(To be continued.) 
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‘Arr. III. Arthur Fitz-Albini. A Novel, in 2 vol, 12mo. 
Pp. 567.. Price 7s. White, 1798. 


HIS is the production of a noble mind, a generous heart, 
and an independent fpirit; a mind entertaining fenti- 
ments too high for the “ million,” a heart too liberal and 
feeling for the enjoyment of common happinefs, and a fpirit 
too lofty to affociate with fatisfa&tion and complacency in the 
modern circles of fathion, The Hero, or the Author, of this 
entitled ‘* Novel,” for fometimes he pourtrays his own cha- 
raéter when delineating the traits of Fitz-Albini, endeavours 
to paint life in true colours, to reprefent perfons 


¢ Such as they are, and may every where be found, rather then 
thofe fickly creatures of a diftempered brain, which furprize and 
intereft only whilft they are new. 

“ To delineate a charaéter whofe fplendid qualities bear down all 
oppofition, and render the afcent to Fame a path of flowers, may 
footh the dreams of the idle and the weak. But Experience rejetts 
it for its falfehood ;. and Virtue for its evil effects. He. who early 
fets out impatiently in the race of glory, and expetts only to be 
wafted forward on the propitious gales of applcufe, will foon fink 
from difappointment, and be paffed even by the duil plodder, who 
moves no fafter than is neceflary to efcape contempt. 

“ To fcorn delights, and live laborious days,” 


as Milton fays, muft be the refolution of him who would afpire to 
permanent celebrity. Nor is labour alone fufticient. He muft endure 
calumny, hatred, neglect, ridicule, and enmity, oblique as well as 
direct, and perpetually at work.’ 


Fitz-Albini was of an ancient and honourable family, his 
early education was fuperintended with anxious folicitude, 
his exercifes at fchool were uncommon, but not always good, 
and his progrefs in the univerfity not remarkable; he then 
vifited the world; afterwards fled from the * litigious, non- 
fenfical and difeutting fubtleties of the Bar, experienced a 
little of the vacant and barren life of a Soldier,’ > and then 
fought and found his beft confolation in rural folitude. 


** To feel the airs of Heaven blow around one ; to anticipate ‘in 
the fhort gleams of a wintry funfhine the firft days of fpring ; the 
{preading verdure of the fields ; the budding of the hedges and trees; 
the opening fongs of birds, and the refurrection of Nature ; to fe- 
ccive an involuntary expanfion of the heart, and a gratitude for the 
mere pleafure of exiftence ; will put to flight the remembrance of 
difficulties, and ill-ufage, of neglect, malignity, and ignorance.” 


Zu Fitz- 














~ 684 THE REVIEWERS REVIEWED. 


Fitz-Albini (for Arthur and his friend the Writer are fre- 
quently’ the fame perfor) ‘is cértdinly a difappointed man, for 
he has been deprived of’ his firft with, a Sear in Parliament; 
but Fitz-Albini is probably a happier and better man, for he 
potetics fources of confolation within himfelf ; and he is not 

ike the generality of beings, who are only defirous of mak- 
ing the world believe them to beshappy, .by a condu& that 
really makes them miferable. He probably was conne¢ted 
with the landed hereditary Nobility when the Commercial 
Intereft triumphed over the party, for he is neither the advo- 
cate of Minifters, nor the friend of a prefent Oppofition, for 
f ** it is of little confequence,”’ fays he— ; : 


oe 


«* What may be the ftate of my private circumftances, when the 
rich and the poor feem too likely foon to fall into one common cala- 
-mity. Were it poflible for me to be fo felfifh and fo wicked as not 
to look beyond my ‘own perfonal feelings ; it would be by far. the 
higheft gratification I could now, in my fad and forlorn ftate, expe- 
rience, to have an opportunity of glorioufly clofing’a miferable life in 

| defence of that Conftitution which I adore. “But the perfidy, the 
| fury, the bloodfhed, and murder of a civil war, the helplefs fuffer- 
_ ings of women, of age, and of infancy. are too horrible for fore- 
fight to endure. I cannot, therefore, as I walk the ftreets, or fit 
in coffee-houfes, mark, without agony, the countenances and expreffi- 
ons of the foolifh and unreferved adherents of'a certain party, who 
confole the envy and malignity of their hearts at the inferior fituations 
in which it is their lot to be placed, with hopes of an early change, 
when it will be their turn to triumph, and trample on the necks of 


is chilled whet I: hear certain fet of catch-wotds ‘and virulent 
phrafes at the tips of their tongues, and uttered through their teeth 
‘with akirid of ‘malignant confidence at evéry turn and occafion, and 
in almoft every argument. How aye my ears ftunned with fuch toatts 
as thefe ; ie. ee a 

“© Loaves and Fifbes to the meritorious—by real reprefentation, 

“¢ The moft Reverend and Merciful the I uguifitors. 
z *¢ His Grace the Duke of Done-up—Nil nif Cecropides. 
“ The moft Sacred the Fountains of Nick-names ‘through the 
— mee 
i “* Bellona—Halloo—Let flip the Dogs of War.— 
1 And a thoufand ‘more fuch.* * Surely all this is the uncontroulable in- 
} folence of men who think themfelves certain of theirgame. To thofe 
who poilefs not only that fagacity which enables them to fee pretty 
clearly into the charatters and views of human nature, but have in 
their memory the voluminous hiitory of Lord Clarendon, in which 





/ >. 


* See along Lift in Gent. Mag. LXII, 8. 
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all the fame intrigues, arts, mifreprefentations, reafonings, and very 
phrafes, were ufed, and by vexatly fimilar defcriptions of men, the 
‘profpect is very alar:ning. 


What renders thefe volumes particularly interefting to the 
Fathionable .World .is, the {trong probability that every cha- 
ra€ter is drawn trom real lite. Perfons converfant in the 


Court Calendar may probably appropriate many of thofe deli- 


neations which have'tor their objeG@, the expofure or defence 
of individuals, 

The author has evidently capacity to diferiminate with 
judgment; and, from his knowledge of life, is able to accom- 
mod:te his language to his {peakers. But he not unfrequently 
views things through a falle mediym, and, fopred by difap- 
pointme ‘nt, or irritated by misfortune, occafionally imputes to 
fome general caufe, ces which refult from particular cirs 
ecumi{tances. 

The dignified fentiments which high birth ever ought to 
infpire, are certainly his; but even thefe, carried to an ex- 
treme, generate a difpofl ition unfavourable to the exercife of 
cool, difpaffionate, judgment; and {uch a difpofition we have 
elearly perceived in feveral parts of the book before us, 
His farcaf{ms are alwaysfevere, and moftly jult; his dialogue, 
with fome exceptions, is elegant and polithed ; and his re- 
ficftions are the o offspring of a feeling heart and a reafoning 
mind, 

There are feveral beautiful Sonnets and Qdes in this publi- 
¢ation. Gf thefe we thall give a {pecimen at a future period. 
Cowley is his fayourite, and he prefers Dryden to Pope, the 
latter of whom he attacks, notwithitanding the obfervatiog 
of Johnfon, that ‘* if Pope is not a Poet, where is one to be 


feund.’’ 
(To be continued.) 
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Art. 1V. Vaurien; or, Sketches of the Times; exhibiting 
Views of the Philofophies, Religions, Politics, Literature, 
and Manners of the Age. 2vol. 12mo, Pp. 623. Price 8s. 
fewed. Cadell and Davis, 1797- 


S afatirical performance, Yayrien has confiderable merit, 
though not without being liable to fome objections. 
Theexcellencies and defeats we fhall endeavour to point ont 
to the reader in the courfe of our Review. The objets of 
the fatire are partly general, and (though the author difclaims 
particular applications), partly individual. The philofophy 


of 
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of Godwin, that anomaly from every rule of found thinking, 
virtuous fentiment, and benefi-entcondu€, is expofed in very 
juft and poignant fatire. 
Godwin, under the name of Mr. Subtile, is exhibited as 
romulgating the principles and confequences of his ‘: Political 
Futtice” to Citizen Lord Belfield. a democratic Lord, whofe 


wife is in love with a traitor.* Thofe who are acquainted 
with Godwin’s works will, we think, be convinced that the 


¥ 


account is not exaggerated. While Mr. Godwin, as Mr. 
Subtile, holds forth, Mr. Reverberator (Mr. Holcroft) impli- 
citly adopting Subtile’s doétrines, faithfully re-echoes them to 
the admiring Citizen Lord. ‘ Property, fays he, muft be 
refcinded from the di€tionary of human reafon. It has been 
foifted in by Stock-holders, Contractors, and monopolifts; 


an honeft poor man could never have conceived the ridiculotrs 
- notion.’ 


Subtile defcribes the various modes of feizing on 
this fuperfluous property, which, according to Godwin’s 
fyftem, ought to be divided among thofe that want it, and 
clofes the enumeration with the mode in ufe among footpads 
and highwaymen; perfons who, according to the If{lington 
Philofopher, have an undoubted right to demand from others 
whatthey want themfelves, and if thefe others, having any-to 
fpare, refufe to part with it, why not exa&t payment? On 
matriages, promifes, free-will, and many other fubje&s, Sub- 
tile is the reprefentative of Godwin. The author next gives 
us an account of a Dr. Bounce, a friend to all religions but 
the eftablifhed. The Dr. according to the author, was well 
known at the Old Jewry. A cadaverous, vociferous lecturer 
is introduced under the name of Rant. ‘* Mr. Rant, the 
fuccefsful rival of orator Henley, whofe benches were covered 
with the*loofe remnants of thop-boards, wild apprentices, 
thofe threads of humanity, tiny taylors, and with the bloody 
offals of butchers’ {talls.” 

Who is meant by Mr. Rant the reader may, perhaps, con- 
jeture from this defcription ; but, if he fhould not, he will 
be at no lofs in the feque!, when Mr. Rant exprefles his fen- 
timents and withes refpeéting Kings. Next we have ‘ Mr. 
Libel, that filver-voiced affaflin, editor of a newfpaper. Ja- 
nus-faced, one to fmile and the other to fneer; and who, to 
calumniate the more effe€tually, was folicitous of an univerfal 
acquaintance.” There is alfo Mr. Sympathy, who has in- 
vented a new religion. At firft we thought the author mutt 








* Whether this be intended to apply. to any individual Jacobinieal 
Lady and her paramour it is not our bufinefs to enquire. 
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mean the.grey-haired Preacher of Atheifm, until we recol- 


leéted that, inftead of inventing a new religion, he confines his 


efforts to the deftruction of the old. One of the company is 
Mr. Dragon, who {trongly recommends bloodfhed and maifa- 
cre, as the moft effectual means of the new order propofed by 
Mr. Subtile. Such fentiments belong not peculiarly to any 
one Jacobin; they are not individual, but general chara¢ter- 
iftics. At this meeting the converfation is principally {pecu- 
lative ; on a fubfequent occafion, the members form themfelves 
into a Secret Committee for confidering the moft {peedy and 


effetual means for carrying their theories into practice by 


revolutionizing thefe kingdoms. Citizen Rant, on that occa- 
fion, makes a very pathetic fpeech on the reception of his 
leCtures and writings: 

«¢ Citizens, my lungs, my arms, my feet, this cadaverous fic’, 
aad thefe ferocious locks, flying ike the ferpent hair of furies, perform 
miracles anong apprentices. I have learnt the French language fince 
the Revolution. I talk of Conftantinople, while every one knows 
I mean London; of Mahomet, when I ftrike at Jefus; and of a 
confpiracy of the Seven Kings againft the liberties of infant Rome, 
when I clearly defcribe the Allied Powers. It is thus I defy all law 
—Helvetius did thefame. Is not this genius in me? All comes 
from Helvetius ; he is the ova of human nature. ‘The learned Lore 
don Correfponding Society, our refpectable bookfellers of * Pig’s- 
meat,’ and our political miffionaries, deferve well of the Republic ; 
but they perfift all in priwtivg what they have tofay. Ihave printed 
in every clafs of literature; but whatever is moft energetic from my 
tribune makes no Impreflion in print. My works are like the acidity 
of lemon fqueezed on falts of wormwocd ; if the inftant froth is not 
caught, ’tis vapidnefs! My fatire is termed outrageous ribaldry ; my 
eloquence, inflated gaudinefs ; my thoughts, tedious common-place ; 
*tis faid, I have neither fimplicity nor dignity, neither nature nor 
rhetoric. But, approach my tribune, hear my {creams of indignation, 
my whifpers of difcovery, the foaming vengeance of my mouth, the 
thundering refolution of my arm, and the audible contempt of my 
foot, I afiure you, Citizens, a living line of animation runs along the 
room ; Ihave feen the very benches tremble with rapture, while the 
oppofite echo of my voice feems like that of fome Divinity, heard, 
but not feen. My butchers are refolute as the Gladiators of Rome; 
my taylors are heroes to a man; and my fhoemakers are fo many 
Solons. The canaille are the nobility of human nature.” 


Many of the more common fubjeéts of fatire, fuch as 
fafhionable follies, modern romance-writing, namby pamby 
poetry, methodifm, antiquarianifm, are here handled with 
great vivacity and force. 

Although we think that there is, in this work, much to 
commend, yet is there rot a little to blame. The chapter 

attempting 
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Attempting to give the preference to the Jewifh religion over 
the Chriftian, although the differtation be in the perfon of a 
Jewith Philofopher, and not.of the author himfelf, ‘is ver 
reprehenfible, and fome pofitions indecent almoft to bla‘phemy, 
As the arguments. of the Jewith Philofopher are left unan- 
Swered by the author, inthe text, and as they are fupported by 
him in,the notes, it is not unfair to conclude that they contain 
his own fentiments. Be that as it.may, they are filly, frivo- 
lous, and falfe ; even in point.of inteliedtual merit, they are 
very unworthy of the relt of the work. The chapter in} 
which ‘he endeavours .to ridicule the articles of our faith, by 
snaking a weak and ignorant woman their defender, is hurtful 
in its tendency, and deftitute of ingenuity inits mode. The 
ftrictures on a gentleman belonging to the ‘Treafury, manifeft 
‘a total j ‘ignorance of the character in queftion. ‘The difcuffion 
of Loans anfwers no purpofe of humour, and is quite wrong 
in point of fact and juttice. The attempted attack upon 
Law, Phyfic, and Divinity, by introducing a perfon whofe 
tortune, conititution, and mind, ‘had fuffered from members 
ot thefe profeffions, is an inftance of the common- place fo- 
phiftry that argues, from the abufe of a thing, againtt its ufe, 

The author certainly poffefles a very contiderable fund of 
difcernment and humour, and has fucceeded in many of his 
fatirical attempts, but he is fond of what is, in the vulgar 
danguage, called dafbing, and feems frequently to go beyond 
his reach. We think him -rather happy in expofing the ab- 
gurd philefephy of others, than in bringing forward, thougi 
he attempts it, found philofophy himfelf. His opinions on 
thestalents and writings of men of great eminence, are re- 

eatedly very erroneous, and fometimes very arrogant. Speak- 
ing of Voltaire, he commends not only his penetrating genius 
but his mede# wifdom. ‘What thofe writings of VoLTAIRE 
are which evince either modeffy or wifdem, we believe the 
author will find it dificult to explain. Speaking of what he 
calls bigotry, he fays, in his Preface, ‘* the warmth and im- 
becillity of certain bigots refemble the ftate of thofe unhappy 
beings, who, in the laft Kage of a confumption, find that 
their heat i is only the effect of their debility.” As examples 
of this united heat and imbecillity, he adduces, ina note, Whi- 
taker and Hortfley. ‘This illuftration we will not hefitate to 
pronounce 5% grofsly arrogant, as its falfehood is obvious. 

On the whole, the author difplays powers of lively fatire, 
frequently wel) direéted, though not always. His errors 
feem to arife partly from certain prejudices and prepoffeflions, 
efpecially where religion is concerned, partly trom a confi- 
dence that over-rates a genius, which, though liyely and 
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actite, appears from this work, to be neither comprehenfive’ 
nor profound. In feveral parts of this criticifm, we appre- 
hend we concur in the opinion of the Analytical Reviewers 
of lait April. Phe ableft part of the work in our eftima- 
tion, is the expofure of the jacobinical philofophy,’ its” pro- 
feilors and their tools in the various degrees of fubordina- 
tion down to citizen Rant. The Reviewers appear fo much 
convinced of the force of the Anti-jacobinical fatire, that 
they forbear to enter into a particular examination of it; 
they mutt, indeed, be fenfible, that our picture of princi- 
les and confequences is far from being overcharged. To 
repel the attack, they not only know to be impoilible, but 
eVen acknowledge it, while they lament its feverity. One of 
its objects excites the anxious compaffion of the Analytical 
Reviewers ; this is citizen Rant, by whom it is needlefs to 
fay, the author means that zealous co-operator with Jacobi- 
nical Committees and Jacobinical Reviews, John Thelwall. 
The fafety of a perfonage of fuch activity, both ftationary 
and’ itinerant in the promotion of revolutionary purpofes, 
muft be to Jacobins a fubje& of the moft fympathetic con- 
cern. They may probably think it a matter of ferious re- 
gret, that perfonal impunity, a /acro-fan@a poteftas, fhould 
Mot be attached to*the modern trijune. ‘* Such a reprefen- 
tation, (of citizen Rant) we cannot help think, is Argh/y in 
jurious, 1T MAY BE ATTENDED WITH INFINITE DANGER 
tO THE INDIVIDUAL” How benevolently alarmed for 
this tender chick of Jacobinifin ! 
“ Ut aflidens implumibus fa//us avis 
‘© Serpencium allapfus timet.”’ 

The author had introduced the expulfion and decapitation 
of the king, as part of the object of the fecret committee, 
and efpecially ot citizen Rant. ‘‘ In fRetching his character 
(the Analytical proceeds) it our author have fhewn any fu- 
perior talent, it lies towards the cauflic, farcaftic, the ma- 
licious.”” Sarcaftic we will readily allow the author to be, but 
can find no proofs of malice in his account of Citizen Rant. 
‘Fhe account of Thelwall’s le€tures and the manner of’ deli- 
Very, and the effect upon the vulgar and ignorant auditors, 
muit be acknowledged to be true by every one who has heard 
him, and obferved his audience, with the power of judging 
of what he heard and obferved. The fillinefs, rapidity, 
and inflation of his writings, are equally obvious. Was it 
malicious to expofe nonfenfe, and not harmlefs but noxious 
nonfenfe ? In one paflage, Citizen Rant is introduced as re- 
commending the decapitation of the king. Did Thelwall 
never 
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never exprefs himfelf in fuch a way, as to fhew that an idea 
of beheading kings had entered his imagination? Did he 
never ufe the words, fo perifh all Kings! To Gurney’s 
account of the trials of himfelf and Hardy, we refer for 
the anfwer. Is it malicious to expofe expreffions, which he 
is proved to have ufed? It might be more agreeable to Jaco- 
bins, if neither the folly, violence, nor wickednefs of the 
fraternity were expofed; but that does not juftify them, in 
calling fuch an expofure malicious. 

But if the Analytical Reviewers inveigh againft the author 
for interfering with their favourite Thelwall, they beftow 


much praife on him for his vindication of two clalles, Jews 


and Proititutes. The author, by fuppofing a woman to 
proftitute herfelf from affection to her children, and indivi- 
dual hypothetical cafe, endeavours to draw a conclufion 
favourable to the difpofition of thofe. unfortunate beings in 
general. The Analytical Reviewers exprefs their gratitude 


to the author for his defence of proftitutes, ‘* 4s men, of 


feeling, we cannot omit our acknowledgments to the au- 
thor, for attempting to refcue from the perdition and 
difgrace which are frequently unmerited, a numerous and 
i sac clafs of females, by thus reprefenting a woman, 
who has fubmitted to the proftitution of her perfon.”” In 
the fecond volume of Godwin’s Political Juftice, many other 


reafons in favour of indifcriminate concubinage may be found, ° 


befides that adduced by the author. As admirers of God- 
win, it is not furprizing that the Analytical fhould admire 
any practice or condu& which he recommends. If, how- 
ever, their erudition. extend to the perufal of Salluft, they 
may have learned, that much confidence is not to be re- 
pofed in females of that clafs, and that, to perfons difaffeéted 
to the givernment under which they live; Fulvais are very 
dangerous acquaintances.—T’he Analytical approves highly 
of the differtation in defence of the Jews. It, in- 
deed, contains many allegations inimical to chrifti- 
anity. 
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Art. V, An Oblique View of the Grand Confpiracy againff 
Sacial Order ; or, a Candid Inquiry, tending to fhew what 
Part the Analytical, the Monthly, the Critical Reviews, and 
the New Annual Regifter, have taken in that Con/piracy. 
By the Author of ‘*-A Concife Sketch of the Intended 
Revolution.” 8vo. Pp. 34. Price 1s. Wright, London, 
and Binns, Leeds, 1798. 


E here enlift in our fervice an author who has been 

accultomed to confider the Jacobin Critics in the 
fame light with ourfelves. After {tating the ex {tence of a 
grand confpiracy again{t the Chriftian Re sligion, againft Mo- 
narchy, and, in fhort, againft the prefent fy(tem of fociety, 
he truly reprefents ¢/ e Pr fs as the grand engine employed by 
the confpirators in different countries. He then proceeds to 
accufe ‘* the principal Reviews, and other periodical publica- 
tions, in the fale of which the Bookfellers are much interefted,”’ 
of being inftrumental to the promotion of the fame deitructive 
end in Great Britain. The proofs which he adduces, in fup- 
ier of hischarge, we fhalllay before our readers :— 


A fcratiny, I fhoald apprehend not very nice will enable us to 
Wier rnine what fhare the Monthly, the Analytical, the Critical Re- 
viewers ; and the New Annual Rezifter have had in this extraordi- 
nary fcheme. As Voltaire’s fav ourite rule was, firtke, but conceal the 
band; we may naturally expect a great affectation of candour and 
li berality ; and even an appearance fometimes of arguing againtt the 
caufe, and their favourite writers, to be thrown as a veil over the real 
defign of his difciples. If, however, we are fo far enabled to fee 
through this difguife as to afcertain that w riters, in any degree able, 
who are in the fcheme, have more than their fhare of praife appor. 
tioned to them: while thofe, on the other hand, are flightly noticed, 
their merits extenuated, and their principles uniformly oppofed, and 
fo.netimes with great artifice : if we find that the Pronge? arguments 
of the confpirators are brought forward again and agaim with appro. 
bation, while thofe of their opponents are kept out of view, and 
their weakeft only admitted te notice, moft generally with as good 
anfwers likewife attached to them, as the Reviewers are able to give, 
we fhall have then fome caufe to conclude our furmifes right. If we 
fhould be farther confirmed in thefe, by obferving that all thefe Re- 
viewers are in one intereft; and artfully a: ranged to further one and 
the fame caufe, that the Analytic al, for inttance, is ingenioafly calcu. 
lated to influence men of a Sanguine | temperament, by dealing in bold 
farcaftic affertions, while the Monthly is addreffed to men of more 
reasoning, and lefs bafty minds, yet evidently on the fame file of the 
queftion ; and that the Critical af-4s to differ from thefe in religious 
principles, merely to adminifter the fame political figments with 

greater 
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greater fuccefs, to men, whom they know prejudiced againft Uni- 
tarians, we fhall not probably hefitate long in making up our minds’ 


on this important fubject.’’ 


ANALYTICAL REVIEW. 


*¢ In the Analytical Review of a book entitled, @ Convention the 
only means to fave us from ruin, for January, 1794, P. 79, we have 
the following extraordinary extraéts: ‘ Pitt fucceeds Fox, Fox fuc- 
éeeds Pitt, and Pitt fuceeeds Fox again, but the national grievances 
remain unredreffed; and the change of a Minifrer gate nothing 
but a transter of penfions from one mirov to wnother; and a frefhs 
accumulation of national burdens. Parties are only a 1 facceffion ot 
birds of prey, of whieh rhe peaple are the banguct ; confide ,» therefore, 
in neither, the means of fecurity are in your own hands; and it 
vemains for you alone to exert them ; if your life were menaced by 
affault, would it not be ridiculous to requeft your neighbour, to dif. 
charge your mufket for you? * * * * * # “* Friends and Fellow 
Citizens, the great fource of the evil is here, the people of Europe, 
m general, have as little connection with their refpective govern- 
ments, except, indeed, as they are the objects of their plunder, as 
they have with their relpedtive governments of China and hw — 
yr. 80. What immediately follows is too inflammatory for infertion. 
eo*eee ee 8 # 6 6 8 6 Friends, Countrymen, and Feliow 
Citizens! Thefe truths I have laid before you with boldnefs, fimpli- 
city, and zeal; 1 am one of you; and therefore neither have nor can 
have an intereit feparate from yours; if I have held up to you a 
gloomy picture of your fituation, it is no more than the circumfances 
of the times fuffici iently warrant, the remedy 15 in your own hands ; if 
you do not apply it you will only have yourfelves to blame, for the 
ruin which muit tollow.’’ 

As Mr. Gerrald’s publication appears to be written with that force 
and neatnefs of expreffion, which too frequently varnifhes falfehood 
with the appearance of truth,—we find the Reviewers giving the 
nation a fecond edition ou his /trong affections, by inferting them in 
their Review, which was likely to be much more exten/-vely* read 
as they very well knew, than the original publication. This mutt be 
allowed an ingenious mode of propagating fedition ; efpecially, when 
it is recommended by them as ¢ an article full of many 4o/d truths,’— 
the de/ign of the publication is 1 think obvious from the extraéts ; and 
the de/gn of the Reviewers in recommending it, cannot furely eafily 


be imifinderftood, 





* « We are happy to fay, phat the author is, in this inftance, 
miltaken.”’— Reviewer. 
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——— 
Rf ions fires ref i“ ! hy th é pre, lent State of Eurcpe. 


Vi Y£ of this ifland fland in a fituation peculiarly critical at this 
. yment. Weare norengace! in a controverfy now, whether 
we thall keep fome petty fortrefs, or cede fome barren ifle; not, 
whether we f val abandon our right of fovereignty over our cc ‘lonies, 
and furrender half our empire to our prot! feffed foes ; not even, whe. 
ther we fhall any longer retain our very independence among the 
nations of the world, any longer preferve that fource of bleffings to 
us our conftitution, or any longe : fave our credit ond our capitals as 
a commercii al people, from the infolence of the mere mob of France, 
ited by rebellion into power, acts ix Iike Bedlamites over the 
fen of half Europe, but merely ftand ng oppofite yet to our own 
fhores, there rearing their hands dyed i in the blood of their murdered 
fovereion, and there raving to the billows againitt us. We are not 
called to contend with any or with all of thele calamities. We are to 
contend with what gives a horrible completenefs to all thefe, We 
are ff ghting for the very life blood of our fouls, the protet fion of the 
gofpel “Sind: the praétifers of chriflianity among.us. It is this, which 
con iftitu ites the grand chara¢ter, and the e finifhing point, of the prefene 


conteft, 


Hic {pecus horrendum, et faevi fpiracula Ditis, 
Monftrarntur; ruptogue ingeas Acheronte vorago 
Peftiferas aperit fauces. 


In this too we have many of our own countrymen, ready to unite 
with the madmen of France, if thefe could but come over, They 
have py long admiring the fteady march of the French ‘evolution, 
throveh liberty, through republicanitm, to all the frigidity of ir- 
relict on, all the ftupidity of de ifm, all the idiocy of atheifin. 
enormities which have marked this march, have not withdrawn the 
fenfe of admiration, or withheld their fo: duct for imitation. T sie 
are ready to renew the French Babel of Confufion, and to Tepeat 
the French war of giants avainit Heaven, in their own region of 
Britain, And they are ready themfelves to become equal deferters 
from their on ur, equal renouncers of their God. 

Nor let this be thought an uncharitable cenfure of them. They 
fhew its ju! anefs by their condu€t. ‘They are continually trying to 
kindle that meteorof rebellion, the mock majetiy of the people; which, 
in the vaporous atmofphere of France drew fuch a long train of 
fire with it, difturbed the whole fyftem ‘of fubordination 1n political 
nature there, and at laft ontthone the very fun of monarchy itfelf. 

This thews their political labours. ‘Their domettic are lefs 
known, but more dangerous, I will therefore exemplify them by 
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what I hear and believe, the brief chronicle of a fingle family in 
- Four or five years ago one of the daughters, then about 
ten years ofage, pertly refufed in eompany to drink the King’s health, 
and (when with much prefling fhe drank it at laft) petulantly withed 
him a fhort reign. ‘Two of the daughters very recently reproved a 
gentleman, who was reading a play to them, but who very naturally 
hefitated to read an obfcene allufion in it, by telling him to go on, 
even afluring him that ** No well-bred woman ever objeéted to hear 
fuch allufions read.”” And the mother of thefe hopeful damfels, 
who was once a Quaker, now profeffes herfelf an atheift. ‘* O my 
foul, come not thou into their, fecret! Unto their aflembly, mine 
honour, be not thou united!” 

Mine honour and my foul turn away from fuch a family with ab- 
horrence, to view the fame fpirit operating powerfully in literary life, 
and {preading its tinge of fulphur over the produétions of the prefs. 
I therefore notice particularly the Rev. Dr. Alexander Geddes, a 
divine of the Church of Rome, the tranflator of the Hebrew {crip- 
tures, and the arraigner of their infpiration. In fo arraigning, he 
urges contradictions of narrative that exift only in the confufednefs of 
his own ideas. ‘Thus, becaufe God commands the Ifraelites to ex- 
terminate the Canaanites, and they do not execute his commands 
entirely, and God, in his awful wheel of Providence, turns (as he had 
faid he would turn)* the very fpared into inftruments of punifhing 
the fparers ; the Doétor finds, forfooth! a labyrinth of contradic- 
torinefs, out of which his fhort clue of intelleét could not lead him, 
without breaking through the fence of Divine authority that encircles 


all.+ In this wild impotence of folly, he comes at laft from furmifing 


the earlieft of our f{criptures not to have been written till the late 
days of David, from contradi¢torily conceding however that they 
might then be written from fome earlier memorials,{ to exclufion in 
the very tone of idiot effrontery, thus: ‘* In fhort | would fay any 
thing rather than believe, even on the authority of Paul, that every 
thing recorded in the Hebrew Scriptures was dictated by a divine 
wn-erring fpirit.”|| He fweeps away the divine authority of both 
the Codes of Scripture, and involves the New Teftament with the 
Old in his comprehenfive range of reprobation. 

Such fcholars as thefe are merely motes of the fun, vainly combin. 
ing to intercept the fun’s light from the earth. Yet the fun fhines, 
and will for ever fhine, in fpite of all the motes of the univerfe. But 
indeed shis is a mote that would fcarcely have been known to the 
world, had it not expofed itfelf to the mind’s eye by dancing «in the 
beams of the fun. Dr, Alexander Geddes will be only known to 
pofterity, as the frantic arraigner of the divinity of thofe very wri. 
tings, which he tranflates as attefted to be divine by that beft of all 
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witnefies the Church of the Jews, fromthe very days of Mofes even 
down to the very days of our Redeemer. The ones of folly on his 
head would otherwife have funk him into a peaceful oblivion long 
ago. What this weight is, we may judge, additionally to what I have 
faid, from a blunder the moft egregious that was ever committed, 
perhaps, by any man pretending to a fcholar’s name. 

In the Saxon Chronicle are thefe precife words; modernized :— 
«* A, D. 924, this year Edward the King, before Midfummer, went 
with an army to Nottingham, and ordered to build a caftle on the 
fouth fide of the river, over-againft the other, and a bridge overt 
Trent between thefe two caftles; and he awent thence into Peac-land to 
Badecanwyll, and ordered to build a caftle in the neighbourhood, and 
man it ; then chofe him for their father and lord the Scottifh King, 
all the Scottifh People, and Regnwald and Eudulph’s fon, and all that 
in Northumbria abode, either Englifh or Danifh or north-men or 
others, and eke the King of the Strecled [Strath-cluyd] Britons, and 
all the Strecled (Strath-cluyd] Britons.’’ Who does not here fee, 
that Edward went only into the midland parts of England, matched 
to Nottingham, and thence paffed to Bakeawell in the Peak of Derby- 
fhire; that his advance thither carried fuch aterror with it, as to 
make the Northumbrians, lying a little to the north of Derbythire, 
but reaching not to the Friths of Forth and Cluyd, with the Strath. 
cluyd Britons of Dunbarton, a little beyond the Cluyd, and even the 
Scats beyond all, to fubmit. Yet, to the aftonifhment of all criticifm, 
Dr. Geddes has affirmed, in avowed oppofition to Gibfon, 


** And the whole world of rationals befide,” 


that Peac-land means the land of the Pid&s, and Badecanawyll is fome 
fortrefs he knows not what or where ‘* in the heart of the Pi@i 
territories.” * Could (I fpeak with all reverence) even Providence 
itfelf, if it wifhed to expofe him for his own fake, or for the fake of 
others, have held him up more confpicuous to the finger of feorn, 
than he has here held himfelf, Certainly this brander of God’s owa 
writings with contradiétions, this defperate renegado from the gof- 
pel of his God, this audacious leveller of all lines fet up by God for 
the obedience of man, here appears to be a mere pygmy in himfelf. 
He appears heady but ignorant, wanton but weak, and bold but 
blind ; a {cholar without learning, a critic without judgement, and 
a writer without common fenfe. | 
Such were the beings, however, that effected the revolution in 
France ; the weak moles which fapped their blind way, and under- 
smined the palace! They firft deftroyed all the principles of religious 
belief, introduced all the groffeft profligacy of opinions, and fo gave 





* 'Tranfa¢tions of the Society of Antiquaries of Scotland, 1792, 
Vol. I, P. 412. 
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a free admiffion to all the vile proflizacy of prattice. That favourite 
emblem of prefent France, therefore, its Tree of Liberty, may be 
jetty faid to have fprung from a dunghill bed of filth at fir, to have 

a dreft with the accumulated fleth of its own planters fince, to 
have borne the apples of Sodom upon its tall branches, and to have 


fhot in its deep roots down to hell. 


fEfculus imprimis, que quantum vertice ad auras 
Abthereas, tantum radice in Tartara tendit, 


The frenzy of freedom, however, was not permitted to prevail for 
the fake of France alone. !t was plainly defigned by Providence to 
be an awful {peétacle to angels, and a folema warning to man, It 
transformed the French into fiends and furies, to let them loofe upon 
Europe. They fallied forth fuch as the world had never feen before, 
a whole nation veid of religion, void of virtue, and void of honour, 
‘They {wept to their purpofe with ail the a€tivity of fiends, executed 
ut with all the malignity of furies, and fpread all the defolations of 
hell in the work. But our own ifland has flood highly honoured all 
the while, fighting the battles of God in its cavu with peculiar vigour, 
and having its arms therefore crowned with peculiar glory. It will 
fo fland, we trutt, till thisnew Anti-Chriit thall be brufhed from the 
face of the earth, and France again return in an agony of remorfe to 
the feet of her renounced Redeemer. 

In the mean time, we fear not for the caufe of chriftianity within 
this ifland. Let fools defert, and let knaves affail, the fortrefs of 
the gofpel ; it wif] fill Hand, defended by its faithful guards within, 
and fecured by its heavenly guardian without. In vain may authors 
mount upon the fhoulders of authors, to throw their flaming torches 
through the open windows of this houfe of God, and to hope fora 
f{peedy reduétion of it into afhes. We know, by wHom the gofpel was 

iven as an inftrument of falvation toman. We know, that HIs eye 
beholds, H1s hand controuls, and wis foot can crufh, even millions 
or thoufands of millions of human emmets, combined in hoftility 
againft it. As well may real emmets fuccefsfully combine to fap the 
foundations of the earth ; as even the univerfe confederate, vittori- 
oufly, to banith chriftianity out of it, 1t will go on in its appointed 
courfe of movements, and for its prefcribed circle of ages, like its 
great emblem the Sun, difpenfing its light and diffufing its warmth to 
the nations ; however the clouds may colleét aout it at times, may 
draw the curtains of night at noon-day acrojs it, and threaten to ex- 
tinguifh it at once. ‘Lhe clouds will foon be gone, the Sun will foon 
burft out in brightnefs again, and even the black horizon of France 
be once more gilded with its beams. 


Te 


2G. 











— ee 




















The New Annual Regifler. 697 


TO THE EDITOR. . 
SIR, 

ROFESSOR Robifon has demonttrated, that it was one of the de. 
figns of the [//xminati to monopolize the periodical pablications 
of every country, where they had acg tired any influence or fupport, in 
order to diffeminate their detrodtive ori: icipics, A fimilar attempr feems 
to have been made ih this kingdom; bur, whether by the Rogitth 
Initiated, or the Englith F Saghied I know not: but this I know, 
thet they were not long fince in poffeffion of the only Reviews, whofe 
profetied objet is the analy fis of, te critrcifm on, books. I have 
always confidered a work of this kind as particolarly ofefal to thofe 
who are defirows of betng acquainted with the ftate of our domeftic 
literature, but who cannot afford to purchafe many of the modern 
publications ; and alfo to thofe who can; becaufe, untefs the cha. 
ratter of a writer is well eftablifhed, there are few who are difpofed 
to admit any work into their itbrary, till they have fome account of 
its nature and defign; fo that they may judge of the principles of the 
author. It was, therefore, to many, and, I fpeak from’ my own 
feelings, to myfelf, a lamentable difappointment, that, in a matter 
of fo much importance, no juft information, at lea‘t with refpeé to 
religion, morals, and government, could be procured from the only 
Reviews then publifhed, the Monthly, Critical, and Analytical ; 
which were not only influenced by a fpirit of party (which alone is 
fufficiently difgraceful to men who act as literary cenfors) but, like- 
wife, by afpirit of a more dangerous tendency, that of co untenancing 
thofe new dottrines, which, uncer the bow of retorm, are calculated 
to undermine the civil and ecclefiaftical inftitutions of Great Britain ; 
the exceile:cy of which was never more apparent than at this jane. 
ture; fince they have enabled her, in f{pite of all her enemies, to 


ride out the ftorm of anarchy and confufion, that has overw helmed 
a great part of K urope. 
Thanks, however, to the friends of order and good government, 


the Britifh Critic appeared, which has, in fome meafure, counter- 
a¢ted the defigns of thofe who were hoftile to our Conititution; and 
has detended thofe principles which can alone fecure the peace and 
happinefs of fociety. The appearance of that work may be com. 
pared to a gleam of light darting through a foggy atmofphere, And, 
i flatter myfelf, that the pefti!ential vap: ours iffuing. from the cave of 
Jacobinifm, will, through vour affiftance, be more and more difpelled, 
till that glorious day (hall again appear, w which our venerable ancef- 
tors (who are fools in the eyes of modern reformers) had illumined, 
not by the igni:-fatuus of philofophifm, but by the fteady lights of 
Revelation and real patriotifm ; in which were founded thofe efta- 
blifhments, which have fecured rational freedom and public tran. 
quillity; and which the advocates of the Age of Reafon, and the 
Rights of Max, are endeavouring ta demolith. 

With pleafure I peruied the Profpeétus of your work, which, by 
adopting a new plan, that of rev iewing the Reviewers, will be the 
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means both of undeceiving the public, and of convincing thofe 
writers, that their favourite dogmas will be expofed and detected. It 
will alfo adminifter ftrength and fupport to thofe who are ready to fall 
—I mean, that credulous though well-meaning part of mankind, who 
are eafily mifled by theories plaufible in appearance, but imprattica- 
ble in reality ; whofe promifed blifs is vifionary and unfubftantial, 
becaufe founded on the fuppofed perfeétibility of man, which, how. 
ever, is to be effected by the previous diffolution of thofe bonds that 
hold fociety together ; and for which, thefe deluded votaries mutt 
firft facrifice that portion of domeftic and political enjoyment, which 
they, at prefent, experience. 
It was alfo with concern that I faw another periodical publication, 
(the New Annual Regifter) in the hands of men, whofe principles are 
fimilar to the Reviewers already mentioned. A work of this kind 
has been long a favourite with the public; but, to preferve its good 
opinion, ought to be conduéted with the ftricteft impartiality. Mr. | 
. Dodfley, the original publifher, became at laft fo tardy in bringing | 
forth his volumes, that it afforded an opportunity for the appearance 
of the former; executed indeed on a like plan, but ftrongly tinctured, 
as many of its readers have complained, with the malignant fpirit of 
party ; which, (to ufe the language of the lawyers) is a legal di/qua. 
tification for undertaking the office of an hiftoriographer, however eminent 
the talents of the writer. Jt is not the fapericr merit of the New 
_ Annual Regifter, for its political bias is notorious, that has procured 
it an extenfive circulation, but becaufe the original work was fo lon 
delayed, as to exhauft the patience of the public. But as the faécet 
fors of Mr. Dod fley are bringing up Accounts in arrear, and have 
announced tha: the volume for 1797 will foon be publifhed, we thall 
no longer be under a neceflity of purchafing what we difapprove ; or, 
at leaft, we fhall have an option. | 
Perhaps it may be faid that I, too, have my political prejudices, 
which have induced me thas to characterize the New Annual Regi- 
fter. In juftification of my opinion, I will appeal to the work itfelf 
—to the Volume which has juft appeared ; and I will advert only to 
that part of our Domeftic Hiftory, which refpects the Debates of the 
Houfe of Commons ; and even here I fhall confine myfelf to the 
manner in which the fpeeches are introduced. Many of thofe of the 
Oppofition Members are prefaced by an eulogium, in order, I fup- 
fe, to excite a more particular attention from the Reader; —As, 
‘ Mr. Fox reprobated with his w/ual energy ;'—or, * retraced with 
fome additional erergy ;’—or, * ina long and able /pecch.’— 
_ © Mr. Sheridan ridiculed with a great deal of ingenuity ;’—or, ‘ina 
long energetic [pecch.’— 
« Mr. Grey ftated, with much /rrength of argument, and brilliancy 
of lang ¢.— . 
‘Mr. Erfkine, with all the powers of eloquence, with all the know- 


detige and per{picuity'’— 
ar ote Thefe 
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Thefe are only a few fpecimens, But as if all the energy, all the 
argument, and all the eloquence exclufively belonged to thefe Gen- 
tlemen, the Minifters and their friends have not the honour of one 
introduétory compliment ; though, in found reafoning and calm dif- 
quifition (which are certainly preferable to rhetorical declamation) 
tlrey are allowed to be fuperior to their opponents. Yet we have no 
other preamble than— 

‘ Mr. Pitt obferved ;’— 

«Mr. Dundas, ix anfwer, faid ;'— 

« The Chancellor of the Exchequer re-echoed all that his friend 
Dundas had faid ;"— : 

« Lord Hawkefbury echoed the fentiments of Mr, Pitt’—who, in 
another place, is faid to have replied to Mr. Fox; which fpeech 
had been previonfly extolled as /ong and energetic. But, fay the 
Editors, as Mr. Pitt went over the fame ground as before, a repetition 
would be unneceflary.x—Alas! How are the mighty fallen! What is 
this diftinguifhed orator and ftatefman, whofe abilities all men have 
praifed, fo barren of ideas, fo fterile in argument, as to be the echo 
of himfelf, as well as his friend? Again, 

«Mr. Pitt expatiated on Mr. Fox's confiderations, in a {peech too lon 
for the limits of this work to detail;’ but the limits of this work coul 
admit of Mr, Fox’s long harangues. ‘The fact, indeed, is, that if 
juftice had been done to the fpeeches of Mr. Pitt, the fophiftry, and 
oftentimes, mifreprefentation of the favourite Leader of Oppofition 
would have been expofed, and his arguments refuted ; but that did 
not fall within the plan of the work, any more than their length 
within its /imits. Yet here is an acknowledgement, that Mr. Pitt 
did make long fpeeches, though, from the Hiftory of the Debates, 
they do not appear, 

It is probable, that the exergy fo much extolled in the Oppofition 
harangues, proceeded from the Reporter more than the Speaker, as it 
is evident, that no pains have been {pared to embellith them; for it 
is well known that fome of the Patriotic Orators were never much 
diftinguifhed for their public fpeaking. Even the famous Barrifter, 
fo renowned for his forenfic eloquence, has never fhone as a Parlia- 
mentary fpeaker. To this caufe may be attributed his publication 
of a fpeech which he attempted to fpeak, but failed, fay the Editors, 
by fudden indifpsfition, Yor the fame reafon, perhaps, he choofes to 
J/peechify in taverns, where he may condemn the meafures of Ad. 
miniftration without contradi¢tion, 

Or this exergy might be the effect of bold and daring expreffions 
fometimes ufed by the party, in order to excite a clamour among‘ 
the people. And, indeed, to fuch lengths had they proceeded in 
this refpect, that, in the laft Seffions of Parliament, when a debate was 
expected, ona very critical queftion—the aifairs of Ireland—it was 
found neceflary to exclude ftrangers from the Houfe; a meafure, no 
doubt, of great prudence, but very obnoxious to thofe Gentlemen, 
who wifhed to enflame, not conciliate, the minds of the people, 
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I have atfo obferved, that a part of Mr. Pi:t'’s fpcech is fometimes 
printed in Italics, not to point out its evergy, but to mark it with 
‘contempt ; as in the following inftance, which is a part of the re-echo 
mentioned before. * He (Mr. P.) expatiated on ibe prodigies of valour 
ewhich might have been expedted, had the fleets, (meaning thofe under 
the command of Lord Bridport, and Admiral Colpoys) been /o forta- 
nate as to have met the enemy.’ Recent events have verified the pre- 
diction. 

I hall coaclude with a fhort remark on another part of the New 
Annual Regifter, entitled Domeffic Literature. This, if executed 
with impartiality, might be a ufeful epitome of all the publications 
of the year; but as it is managed at prefent, it is only a re-ccho of 
the Monthly, Critical, and Analytical Reviews, The fame opinions, 
the fame characters, the fame factious views point out the proto. 
types. 

Z. 


' 





TO THE EDITOR. 

SIR, 

HE friends and admirers of the beft of KINGS and of CON. 

STITUTIONS, muft, without hefitation, acknowledge, that the 
fuccefs of your excellent publication is of the utmoft importance to 
the welfare of the country,—the infinite benefit it has already rendered 
the GLORIOUS CAUSE OF RELIGION and ORDER, is 
eminently confpicuous. May it long continue to guard us from the 
open and fecret machinations of our enemies ! 

The malicious foes of every thing facred and eflimable to Britons, 
tremble at the heavy lafhes, liberally beftowed on their nefarious 
actions, by your nervous han’; you have fpread univerfal alarm 
throughout the gloomy: and peftiferous regions of atheifm aad 
jacobinifm. ; 

The blafphemous and feditious difciples of the Robinfonian, 
Johnfonian, and Jordanian {chools, the admirers of the amiab/e and 
humane* Holcroft, the piows Godwin, his virtuous Mary, the mild 
and gentle Gilbert Wakefield, nay, even thofe great philofophers 
themfelves, view with terror the vigorous affaults you have made on 
their ftrong holds, their critical bulwarks, and fecret hiding places ; 
—fantaftic vifions of murdered innocence, and deluded victims, 
petrify their guilty frames with fuperlative horror! 

The induftrious importers of German dramatic poifon have been 
obligated to mangle and pare their commodities, in order to make 
them, vendible ;—the grand champion of fedition, and chief of 








* Fora fpecimen of this worthy citizen’s Aumanity and paternal 
tenderne/s, vide his behavisur to his Son! 


w ites 

















ARs el 


es. Ta, 








Lawrence Lafi.knave, ¢o the Ed tor. 701 


avhitewafbers, has been induced to advife his drunken adherents, to 
obey the /aws ;—the defpondirg fociety of traitors has fhut up fhop ; 
and Cirizen Phillips, th re patria ic oi holder of St. Paul’s Church 
Yard, has erafed his name trom a military periodial work, of which 
he ts the cffen fble proprietor !— Bad news this for his brother citizen, 
and corre/poudent at Paris, Pucrens! 

Although the editors of the jacobin and French newfpapers, 
pub ifhed in London, do not relax fro: n their indefatigable labours i in 


‘the defart of anarchy, yet their readers begin to view their aim in its 


genuine colours, and the majority of thofe readers, confequently, 
deteft their duplicity and infamous conduct.—Apropos, in a fenfible 
pamphlet * lately publifhed, 1 find an excellent r medy for thefe pefts 
of fociety ; and, as it may be of ufe to your readers, I propofe t 
tranfcribe it. It is addrefled to the frievds of government, whe 
purchafe publications of the above defeription, for the purpofe (is 
the author expreffes himfelf) of obferving ** What is faid againft 
Government or themfelves;’”’—h 
«© Where ove oppofition paver is paurchafed by perfons in oppofition, 


e fays— 


fix are read by minifterialii s; 1 recommend therefore to all who wi 


well to their country to do well by it, by one and all agreeing to 
profcribe fuch papers their refpetiive clofets and families : ‘they have 
it in their power to ferve thei ‘ir country effentially by this fimple 
method: Jacobinifm, Sedition, and Treafon, which have ahirmed. 
and put us to fo much expence, will thea be wholly rooted out of the 
country, becaufe no Jacobin Chronicle, Seditious Poft, or Treafonable 
Courier, can poflibly {ubfitt, in ¢his country, without the fupport I 
have defcribed.,’ 

I am informed that the above has been put into practice by feveral 
refpe€table perfons, and fincerely hope that the exainple will be 
followed with avidity, 

lf you proceed in the vigorous manner in which you have com- 
menced your career, we may exp*<t to Aes in a fhort time, the evil 
defigns of our internal enemies co: mpiet: defeate -d, and IMPARTIALITY 
once more prefide over the awful iribun oa of criticifm, which has fo 
Jong been the tool of dangerous an d de {perate factions, In anxious 

xpectation of thefe beneti cial and hi ghly important confequences, [ 
ain proud to fub{fcribe myfelf, 

OIry 
Your fincere admirer, and 
very obedient fervant, 
November 2d 1798. LAWRENCE LASHKNAVE, O. F. 

P. S. Several of my friends are peculiarly anxious to acquire fome 
information ref{pecting the principles and views of the Loyal Orange 
Lodges of Ireland, and that now eftablifhing in London. Your 
excellent publication may probably fupply them with what theydefire. 


_—- 


* «¢ Pepper and Salt ;” publithed by J. Downes, ha te 
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TO THE EDITOR. 
SIR, 
beg to be indulged with one word of reply to your correfpondent 
Oxonienfis. 

I do not plead guilty cither tothe “* venture” or the * ignorance.” 
When I charged the Oxford Editors of the Common Prayer with the 
omiffion of the firft axdin the Doxology of the Lord’s Prayer, I did 
not venture to charge them pofittvely with having doneit from ‘a 
{pirit of reform.” 

Nor, does it appear that I was ignorant of my fubje&t :—The 
lega! fiandard, for she authorized Editors of the Common Prayer, muit 
beone of the ‘* fealed books,” (as Oxonienfis calls them) provided by 
the A&t of Uniformity. Now, the Oxford Edition, until 17¢0, 
pewkeg as do ftill the Cambridge Editors, and as have done the 

ondon Editors, this amd: Why then did the Oxford Editors make 
tlie alteration, at that time? Oxonienfis tells us, that they corrected 
their former redundancy, by ‘* the proper rule and ftandard ;” in 
which this azdis, ** invariably omitted, or erafed.” If erafed, I would 
afk, by what authority? If really omitted in the legal ftandard, I 
give up the point. Whichever be the cafe, I am far from making a 
politive charge againft the Oxford edition, that they were actuated by 
«« a {pirit of reform.”’ A charge of negligence will, however, attach 
to them, both before, and fince the year 1790; (even under the fup. 
pofition that they be now right) in omitting this avd until that time ; 
and in fuffering fo many typographical errors to remain, as are to be 
found, in the very laft editions of the Common Prayer. 

T hope Oxonienfis, their champion, will give me credit, at leaft, for 
the fincerity of the feclings exprefied in my former letter ; which will 
ever be excited by the appearance of negligence, or unauthorized 
change, in the printing of our Liturgy. 

A Country Parijd Prieft. 





Continuation of Horne Tooxr’s TWO PAIR OF PORTRAITS, 
Jrom P. 679, 


Fox CCUSES Haftings o» conje@ure of fraud and peculation in 

; his management of the affairs of the Company: yet de- 
fends Powell and Bembridge, convi@ed of fraud in his father’s ac- 
counts with the government, Impeaches Haftings for minifterial cor- 
ruption and profofion in his adminiftration of affairs in the Eait- 
Indies ; yet coalefces, and enters agaiz into office with Lord North ; 
after ten times greater corruption and profufion in his adminiftration 
of affairs at home. Impeaches Hattings for political mifconduét in 
his government; who, unaided and unaflifled by this country, de- 
fended and faved all the diftant poffeffions committed to his charge, 
and left them in a fituation, which is the wonder of the world, and 
the only and laft refource even of his accufers and jndges; yet unites 
in 
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in difhonourable confederacy with Lord North; who, leaving the 
Batt-Indies, and the Weft-Indies, and Ireland and England, and onr 
commerce and connexions in Europe, to fhift for themitelves, direéted 
and confined the whole overftrained force and anticipated revenues of 
this country, to one fingle objet, as abfurd as wicked; wantonly 
infulting, inhumanly perfecuting and finally lofing America, and 
unbinging Ireland ; leaving his own country a fter an admini{tration of 
fourteen years, overloaded with taxes, overwhelmed with fanded and 
unfunded debt, both at home and abroad in the utmoft diforder, de- 
rangement, debility and contempt. Paints fititious cruelties, with 
the infinuated connivance of Mr. Haftings, by his diftant agenrs on 
the natives of Indoftan: anv commits real atrocious cruelties by 
known hired rufians, on his own conftituents in our ftreets at home. 
— Pitt. Approving, juftifying, and praifing much of the condué of 
Mr. Haftings, and with irrefiftible force of argument refuting many 
of the malicious attacks of his enemies; yet blaming /ame part of 
his apparent conduét: neither purfuing nor prote¢ting him ; and, for 
the fake of national charater and the honour even of the accufed, 
leaving the inveftigation and refult upon the whole of his condu@, 
to the unbiaffed determination of that tribunal which alone is ade. 
quate to the decifion. 

Fox. Impofer of an unjuft, becaufe partial, tax on Receipts. Two- 
pence for two pounds ; four-pence for twenty pounds: thus leaving 
the poor man to pay for twenty pounds as much as the rich man for 
twenty thoufand, Or rather, by an arttul contrivance leaving the 
poor to pay all, and the rich woxe; for the bankers, where generally 
the rich receive all and pay all, contribute no tax on either fide, 
whether they pay or receive, If any one fhould enquire why this 
tax is not, as moft taxes, and this efpecially ought to be, adwalorem 3 
for inftance two-pence, or, if they pleafe, three-pence on every ten 
pounds, the caufe is notorious—an ariffocratic fa@ion in parliament 
always attempting a felfith object, (evaticn from taxes) by means as 
ineffe€tual as ruinous and foolifh. ‘Thefe grinders of the poor, thefe 
empty and infolent ufurpers over men in every refpeét much better 
than themfelves, feem not to know that, in all nations, thefe things 
will always proceed by a neceflary and unalterable gradation; a 
miferable peafantry muft for ever produce a beggarly yeomanry, a 
ftarving gentry, a poor nobility, a feeble nation, an impotent king. 
-—Pitt, Impofer of an-unjuft, becaufe partial, tax upon Shops. Mr. 
Pitt, no doubt, is aware (though the Romans were not) that no 
kingdom ever was or can be permanently profperous, unlefs the chief 
burtlien of government is laid on and near its political centre, the 
metropolis; and that all taxes and impofitions (like the power of at- 
tra¢tion) fhould be as nearly as pofiible in an inverfe ratio of the 
{quare of the diftances from that centre: for if all the blood fiows to 
the heart, it muft likewife flow from it, or the neceflary circulation 
will foon be ftopped. In this refpect then, both the fhop-tax and re- 
ceipt-tax agree, ‘They are both with propriety, laid chicily on and 
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near the metropolis; and both are fo far happily 3 imagined, that from 
their own nature (if fairly and impartially laid} they would operate 
in their due proportion. ‘They are alfo both unjutt (as they are now 
impofed) becaufe both partial; both bear hard on indafry and 
honefty,* and are confine d to the lower and middle clufs of people, 
becaufe perhaps induftry and honefty are (almoft cxsinavely, there 
only to be foand. Should it be afked then (and th enquiry becomes 

ws} why was the Shop-tax, like the Receips tax, laid fo partially ? 
Why was it not (as it ought to be) an additional houfe-tax, levied 
on all alike, without diftinction, ad valorem (paupers and the loweft 
orders only excepted) ? The anfwer is obvious—The fame drifocra- 
tic Faétion were the caufe: who unfortunately had power enough in 
parliament to deter the moft virtuous minifler (even Mr. Pitt) from 
propofing, at that critical moment, an impartial queftion on a point 
fo tender ; in which the miftaken private intereft of fome of his ‘fual 
fupporters might have made them, upon fuch a. queltion, defert his 
flandard, and give a triumph to that faction; who, whilft they are 
themfelves the only caufe of the juftly. reprobated partiality of the 
tax, employ it as an engine of abufe and prejudice againit him who 
would be mot pleafed at its removal. Mr. Fox and his party have at 
al! times had it in their power to give the fair an 1 proper relief to ) the 


eluded, though jufily comp ainia fhopkeepers; complai 
deluded thou ufily ] g { . 
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of the partial “ty, but deluded by Mr. fox as to the true cax/e of that 


partiality. Why would Mr. Fox at no time move, why will he net 


now move, that the tax fhall extend equally to a// houks?+ And 
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* Dr. Adam Smith, in his ** Wealsh of Nations” laysdowna very 
Jaudable and comfortable pofition, viz. that luxuries only fhould be 
taxed and the neceffaries wd life go free, But when he comes to treat 
of Necefizries (and his Effay 1s in Exgli/b) we feeb. that Harz, Shoes, 
and Svo ockings are not neceffaries ; many nations go without them. 
Linen is not mire ; the Cxfars wore none. Wool manufattured 
into ehth is an evident luxury; the fkins of beats will fence men 
better from the cold. Fie/ meat is not neceflary ; the Indians feed 
on rice. Beer is not necefiary ; for water is much more wholefome. 
Wheaten Bread is not neceflary ; his countrymen fare well on oatmeal. 
‘S} hus leaving us nothing out of the Jit of taxable luxuries but the 
ene of fava: ges, Air, Water, Pulfe, and Hides. 

e Door indeed has not enumerated /; duftry and Hon 
ast his luxuries; yet furel ly he knew well that they are ack cf 
ledeed to be the mott exquifite luxuries by thofe wh o experience their 
enjoyment: Periecution and misfortune indeeJ often attend them ; 
but Pride and Madnefs, Difcontent and Suicide are never found 
amongit their votaries. 

+ Nothing can more ftrongly mark the improper partiality of the 
Shop-tax, than this circumftance, which Mr. Fox has always.avoided 


carefully 
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thereby give the minifter an opportunity (which even the worft nti. 
nifler would exult in) to relieve the diftrefles and burthens of the in. 
duftrious poor, by taking off fome of thofe taxes on the neceffaries of 
life which bear the hardeft on them ? 

Fox. Praife on any of the beft meafures of his adverfaries never ex. 
torted from him but once, viz, for the late tranfoétions in Holland z 
and this extorted praife, upon penne te the moft diabolical, and with 
declarations of thofe princ iples the moft abfurd; thereby difabling 
himfelf for ever from being minifter of any country inany times : for 
what foreign power would at any time liften to any offi ers, Or COTie 
clude any treaty, or pay any regard to complaints, made by a man 
who had the effrontery publicly ‘to avow, that neither juttic ‘e, nor the 
law of nations, nor treaties, nor good faith, fhould be the rule of a 
minifter’s condudt towards other ftates, but only the immediate poli- 
tical intereft of his own country, in open defiance and violation of 
them all.— Pitt, Liftening with filent and calm compofure to Mr. 
Fox’s reitetated reproaches of minifterial indelence and negle@ with 
refped to Ruflia: whilft, without any apparent effort of the minifter 
or of the country, he had already prepared an important leffon for 
that fovereign in future, and fecured d difapy ointment to all the ag- 
grandizing hoftile fchemes, and manifeft difaffection to this coun: ‘Ys 
of that ungrateful potentate. Not, like Mr. Fox, decla aring he had 
a peace in his pocket, which he could never effeftuate ; bat fur- 
prizing Europe with the fudden execution of the final obje@ of alli- 
ances, before even a negociation towards any alliance was fafpetted < 
and then, in prudent and difdainful filence, permitting Mr. Fox to 
cover himfelf with all the co ntempt and abherrence which his avowed 

olitical principles muft infpire in every honeft mind; himfelf acting 
ws publicly and privately from very different motives, and poffeii- 
ing a juftification which {whenever it fhall with propriety be brought 
forward) will be, we may venture to foretell, of a very different 
complexion from that, to which Mr. Fox was willing, with dif 
graceful panegyric, to afcribe his conduét. 
Fox. After having been for years, as one of the Lords 
of the Admiralty, uniformly and without a fingle exception, 
the moft violent declaimer and adherent of Lord North in 





carefully to mention, viz. ‘That on the houfes in thofe parts of the 
town from which the chief part of the Shop-tax is collected, the 
Land-tax on a rack rent is from three fhillings to five fhillings in the 
pound: whilft in that part of the town which the gentry chiefly 
inhabit, the Land-tax is not above three farthings in the pound. f 
myfelf pay three peunds ten /rillings Land-tax for one of the former, 
which lets only for thirty pounds a year; and only thirteen fillings 
Land-tax for one of the latter, which lets for cue hundred and fixty 
pounds a year. And yet it has been thought proper to add an addi- 
tional houfe-tax to the former (under the name of Shop-tax) and to 
exempt the latter. 

the 
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_the Houfe of Commons, upon every meafure and queftion a« 
gainft the liberties of the people; and efpecially for the power 
ef that Houfe to punifh ad libitum, without any other formality or 
trial than a vote; he difagreed with him, and refigned his place, 
apparently on political and public grounds, and moft grofsly and per- 
fonally abufed him. In a few weeks however he returned again to 
Lord North’s fervice and politics, having obtained (what was indeed 
the real motive of his defection) a promotion from the Admiralty to 
the board of Treafury, with an additional falary. In February 1774, 
he again difagreed with him and divided the Houfe. againft him, 
with the fame motive as before; but apparently becaufe Lord North 
would not confent, as illegally as unconititutionally, to commit the 
printer, Woedfall, to Newgate, by the vote of the Houfe of Com. 
mons : and the next time that he came into office with Lord North, 
inftead of one of the Lords of the Treafury, we find him joint Secre- 
tary of State. Even in oppofition, and affecting hypocritically to be 
the Maz of the People, his arbitrary and unconttitutional principles 
remain in full force ; and it is but lately that he prefled the Houfe of 
‘Commons, though in vain, to exercife the power of commanding 
the Attorney-General to profecute a printer, in their own name, and 
by their own affumed authority. —Piz, Though Minifter, and falfe- 
ly and infamoufly libelled, has never employed the power of the 
Houfe of Commons to punith his fellow-citizens without trial, dy 
wote. He would not confent (though urged to it by Mr. Fox) that 
the houfe fhould command the Attorney-General to profecute; but 
rhaintained that it fhould conftitutionally addrefs the King to give his 
directions to his own officer: for he knows, and by his conduét ae- 
knowledges, that the Houfe of Commons is no court of criminal 
jurifdidtion; and that it can originate no criminal procefs, except 
the conflitutional and regular proceedings in Parliament by impeach- 
ment or attainder. He knows, that the Attorney-General has an 
oficial feat in the Houfe of Lords; and that their officer and the 
King’s cannot be liable to any orders of the Houfe of Commons to 
profecute, without infringing at once the falutary rights and privi- 
leges of King, Lords, and People, 


Queftion.—Who ought to conduct the affairs of the Eaft-India-Com- 
pany ; aod who has the belt title to manage and poffefs their pro- 
perty ? 

Fox, Anfwer.-—Yox, North and Co.—Pitt, Anfwer.—The pro- 
prictors, for their own concerns; but controuled by the King’s 
minifters, under the check and infpection of parliament, for the 
concerns of the whole nation. 


Queftion—Who fhall chufe the King’s confidential Servants and 
Minitters ? 

Fox. Anfwer,—Fox, North and Co. in the Hou/e of Commons when 

they have a majority there ; and at the Whig Club when they have 

not 
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not a majority in parliament.—Pi#r, Anfwer.—The King: whofe 
authority they are to exercife, with his confent and by his direc. 
tion. 


Queftion.—Who fhould be the proprietors of Boroughs, and appoint 
reprefentatives to ferve for the people in parliament ? 
Fox. Anfwer.—Fox, North and Co.—Pit#, Anfwer.—The Peo. 
ple: whofe rights they are intrufted to protect, 


Queftion. Who ought to nominate and elect a Reprefentative for the 
city of Weftminfer ? 

Fox. Anfwer.—Fox, North and Co. And a young man with 
whom they are totally unacquainted fhall be their member.—Pi#, 
Anfwer. The real Eleftors of Weftminfter ; who, without the inter- 
ference of any party, for his chara¢ter alone, and in confequence of 
his acknowledged fervices, originally and almoft unanimoufly deter- 
mined, that Lord Hood, the companion of Lard Rodney’s victories, 
fhould be his fucceffor in their favour. 

REMARK.—Becaufe, if the fyftem of reprefentation was fair, 
proportioned, juft and real ; and if the choice of reprefentatives (un- 
der fuch a fyitem) was truly in the people ; the voice without doors 
would be rarely, (if ever) different from the voice within ; Mr. Fox, 
theugh uniformly oppofing every plan hitherto produced, and pro- 
ducing none himfelf, for a retormation of the prefent fyftem of mock 
reprefentation ; and though contending that the Houfe of Commons 
can feat a reprefentative even againft the undifputed votes of a great 
undifputed majority of electors; yet draws the exaggerated conclu. 
fion—that the people have no voice without the walls of fuch an 
affembly. ‘Thus depriving the people at once of their right toa 
fairly proportioned reprefentation ; of the choice of even that fhare 
of reprefentation which is ftill left them; and (ander thefe circum- 
frances) of any voice or opinion of their own, independent of thefe 
their {ham reprefentatives, 

But not contented with ftripping the people of all hare in the ap- 
pointment of thofe who fhould be the guardians of their de/egated 
rights, he is for transferring alfo to /uch a Parliament (neither fairly 
proportioned, nor really chofen by the people,) even thofe funétjons 
which the people can exercife themfelves, and cannot fafely truit to 
others, and which the Conftitution therefore wifely left in their 
hands, independently even of their own fair Reprefentatives; viz. 
the Adminiftration of Juftice, For he takes from them their un. 
doubted right of accufation, or commencing profecutions, by a Grand 
Fury ; of trying and deciding upon gai/? (au inqueft and decifion ex- 
clufively their own) by a Common. Fury ; and the punifhment of of- 
fences by the determination of their denomination or clafs. Mr. 
Fox contending, 1. That the Houfe of Commons can accw/e and 
inftitute profecutions of itfelf. 2. As a Court of Criminal Jurifdic. 
tion, without the interference of a Jury, can try and decide 295 

3 guilt, 
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guilt. And, 3. Without the intervention of Laws, or any legal re- 
lief, can pur if at their own difcretion, 

Thus ve fee what Mr. box’s fie takes from the People: 1. The 
Bight of a fair reprefentatton, 2. ‘The choice of any reprefentative, 

Any voice or opinion in pe blic concerns. At the famé time he 
totally divefis them, 1. ro he right ot accufation by a Grand Jury. 
z. Of the trial and decifion of guilt by a Common jury. 3. OF 
the determination Of 1 the quantum of p sunifhment by the denomination 
of the offence- 

All the above rights, Mr. Fox’s avoaved fyftem takes from the 

eople. But we do not fee what fingle A as or means of fecurity he 
iis left them : and we may fately « defy | im to name azy. 

At the fame timc he atte mpts to take “fren the King his jarifdic. 
tion and government over the Eaft Indian territories. - He endea 
yours to purloin from him his reaf nable paternal a authority and in- 
fluence even over his own children. He contefts with him she ap- 
pointment of his own Officers, Ambaffadors,* and confidenti al 
fervants. 

He refafes him any cuthority over thofe Officers and fervants when 
appointed. And, to compleat the total annihilation of the Crown, 





4 


* The great benefit likely to accrue to our national affairs by Mr, 
Fox’s ufurpation and monopoly oi thefe appointments, may be] retty 
clearly afcertained by the following, amongft innumerable other f: 
of a fimilar nature. 

At the time that the Coalition had “violently fetzed the government 


(as every member of it was to be gratified for his flare in that edious 


tranfaGtion,) a gentleman of noble birth and connexions was deflined 
by Mr. Fox as Envoy to -——, becaufe the falary fuited him, ‘The 
young gentleman, much more confcienticus than his lea der, ii nagined 
it both becomi ing and neceflary to be in fome little meafure at leaft 
qualific d for the employment; and very naturally conceiving nego 1i1- 
tion to hea fort of Hocus Pocus, which might as ealily ond f fj reedily 
be taught by its prof: Mors as any other pretty little trick of / gerd mai 
he applied to the larg Mr, ——— to teach him forthe ve or y's 
weks before he was to fet out upon his embafly, and fos to fend him 
away perfeCly qualified for his department. Mr. ———— approving 


the offered emolument, but ‘orally unacg uaintest with the ful Ete 


applied to Mr. ————for inflrn¢tions to fulfil his part of the b ufine 
of Ambaflador-making, But Mr.——likewife, being fatall: #. 
practifed in this new manufaéture, applied ia his tarn to my friend 
Mr, ———, who, as muchat a lofs as the others, applied to me, more 
at a lofs than any of the reft. Whilft my friends were thus hi unting 
for a xoffrum to make Envoys {pring up like mufhrooms, the Coa/ition- 
bubble burft ; and, in all human prob ability, has left fall time enough 
to the difappointed Envoy to compleat his diplomatic education. 

2 denies 
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he denies his right to a Negative to the aéts of fuch a Parliament, fo 
acked, fo chofen, fo controuled and fo influenced. Thus leaving 
both King and People mere fhadows and phantoms in the Conftitu- 
tion; and Fox, North, and Co, in factions coalition, the defpotic 
Lords and Mafters of this once glorious and independent nation, 

If this my conclufion is not fairly drawn, there remains an eafy 
method to confute it.— You have here an enumeration .of the rights 
which Mr, Fox’s fyftem sakes away from King and, People—Let him 
if he can, enumerate what he has /e/ to either, 





The Author now begs leave to propofe two queftions to his read- 
ers; which all men, he conceives, will, in their clofets, anfwer in 
the fame words. You have here been prefented with four portraits, 
(merely an affemblage of known undifputable facts). 

ft Queftion, Which two of them will you choofe to hang up in 

our cabinets; the Pitts, or the Foxes ? 

2d Queftion. Where, on your confciences, fhould the other two 


be HANGED? 











DeteGion of the Quakers, (Continued from P. 359-) 


Ws: have beea induced to fufpend our hiftorical remarks and ex- 

tracts refpecting the conduct and principles of the Quakers, 
from the expectation that fume members of the fociety would ftand 
forward and vindicate themfelves from the charges, which, in their 
conception, have been preferred againft the body. ‘This expectation 
originated in an application, through the medium of our late Publifher, 
tous, the object of which was, to inquire whether or no we would 
admit fome obfervations on our ftrictures from rhe Society of Friends. 
The anfwer given was fubftantially this ;—any thing which they might 
have to offer in their own juftification would be perufed witlpattention, 
and, if found to be confiftent with the rules of fair controverfy, would 
be inferted. ‘Three months, however, have elapfed, and not a line 
have we received. Some flippant and impertinent obfervations from 
the mouth of one of them, who was formerly difmiffed from the So- 
ciety for his irregularities, and afterwards re-admitted for his demo- 
cratical principles, have indeed come to our ears; but thefe are not 
of a controverfial nature, and are, moreover, too contemptible for 
notice. ‘The Friends, therefore, muft allow us to impute their filence 
to their inability to reply. And we fhall henceforth purfue our 
ftrictures without interruption. 

We muft obferve, however, that to fubftitute abufe for argument, 
and affertion for faét; to ftigmatize our ftri€tures as “ illiberal at- 
tacks, cruel afperfions, and unfounded calumnies,” is Vox et preterea 
nibil, Should they find themfelves bold enough to reply, we pledge 
ourfelves to anfwer their objeCtions ; and to prove the truth and cor- 
fectnefs of our ftatements and charges. But fully to jultify ous con- 

NO,VI. VOL. I. 3 B duct, 
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duct, we will give a few fpecimens of the meck and mild language of 
their Prophe:, Fox, to C hriftian teachers. In his Great Myfery, 
P, 249, he ** damus all others as equivocating and de Luding hypocrites 5’ 3 ”» 
he calls the Pris of our Church rez emer [rem Chriff, wolves, dogs, 
ebieves, green-beaded trumpeters, moon-calves, atterdemalions, minift rs of 
the devil,” —The peaceful Brother Burrovens in his advice to the 
Soldiers, p. 113, exclaims, ** Ob! give the Priefls BLoop to drink, 
Sor they are worthy ;”’ and even the mz deft Penn, their model of excellence, 
and who, indeed, pofleffed many good and amiable qualities, was not 
wholly exempt from the leaven. In his Winding Sheet, (Pr. 2, 
printed 1672) he thus defcribes his old friend Thomas Fermin. 

«© A monfter, all tongue and no ears.” ** I ab hor his folly, light. t.. 
nefs, and foul mouth ;”’ andin his d/exander the Copperfmith he terms 
Muckiow his opponent, though a Quaker, « ax old canker:d apoftaie, 
a tlamourer, a new Alexander, I hygellus, Herm ogenes, Hymeneus, 
Philetus, avery mutincer in religion, a dark envious inveterate wen an 
adamantine Alexander the Ajpofiate.” We refer the curious reader to 
Leflie’s Works, (Vol. Il. rp. 99, &c.) for authorities, and more 
numerous {pecimens. 

But there is another book that difclofes the machinations, plotting 
and jefuitifm of the Friends, even more fully than the Snake in the 
Grafs, and the incontrovertible reafonings of Leflie. ‘This is entitled 
the ** Pilgrim’s Progrefs from Quakeriki n to Chritti anity, by Francis 
Bugg, fen. of Milden-hall, Suffolk, printed 1698.” ‘This candid 
chriftian had been alienated from the church to follow their fehifma- 
tic doctrines, and had heen initiated into the my/eries of iniquity. 
‘The returning penitent afterwards prefumes to prefent to the Univers 
fities of this realm this his ‘* rough draught to their perufal, as his 
mite to cait into the treafury, hoping that until the Quakers tan jalt ly 
charge him with a falfe quotation (which, as they never yet could do, 
fo he hopes they never fhall) this may pafs under their patronage as 
a defence againft the Quakers’ invettives.”” He difcovers the true 
danger of believing the Friends, as his Works prove, 

Their Jate attempts in the Houfe of Commons, where they once 
obtained a majority ina Commitee; and the drowfinefs and fleepi. 
nefs of the watchmen of our church, require a future invefligation of 
their ** Meetings for Sufferiugs,’’ their plotting con federated ma- 
neeuvres, and that influence, which thefe Demacrates from intereft, thefe 
difaffefted from principle, (if they have any principles,) and thefe 
turbulent malcontents, from George Fox their founder, to the affo- 
ciate of Lord Prefton, General Mifflin of Pennfylvania, and the dift 
affected candidate for Norwich, have obtained from their riches, 





> 


sf This Thomas Fermin wrote the ** Art of growing Rich,” and 
2ecording to the Monthly Reviewers (Jan. 1797» P. 115) was a worthy 

and eminent tradefman of London, in the reign of Charles I, Bs 
‘ their 
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their leagued and fecret correfpondences, and the ftrong co-operation 


of the whole fraternity. 


But, at prefent, as a fpecimen of their awowed principles, we give 
the ten commandments of the Quakers by George Fox, @ greater proa 
phet than Mo/es,* and the decalogue abridged in oppofite columns, as 
compiled by their quondam Brother Francis Bugg. Vide Pilgrim’s 


Progrefs, Pp. 16. 


The Commandments of God by bis Servant 
Mofes, fomewhat Abbreviated, refer- 
ring to Exod. XX. 


I. Thou fhalt have no other Gods but 
me. 


II. Thou fhall not make to thyfelf any 
graven image, or the likenefs of any 
thing that is in heaven above, &c. 

JJ. Thou fhalt not take the name of 
the Lord thy God in vain, for the 
Lord will not hold them guiltlefs that 
taketh his name in vain. 

IV. Remember thou keep holy the 
feventh day, for it is the Sabbath of 
the Lord thy God; in it, thou shalt 
do no manner of work, thou, nor thy 
fon, nor thy daughter, thy man-fer- 
vant, nor thy maid-fervant, &c. 

V. Honour thy father and thy mother, 
that thy days may be long is the land 
which the Lord thy God fhall give 
thee. 

VI. Thou fhalt not kill. 


VII. Thou fhalt not commit adultery. 


VIII. Thou fhalt not fteal. 


IX. Thou fhalt not bear falfe witnefs 
againft thy neighbour. 


X. Thou fhalt not covet thy neighbour's 
houfe, thou fhalt not covet thy neigh- 
bour’s wife, nor his man-fervant, nor 
his maid-fervant, nor his 6x} nor his 
afs, nor any thing thatis his, &c. 

Exodus 








| The Commandments of G. Fox, the Quas 


hers fecond Mofes, fomewhat abbrevi- 
ated, and taken out of feveral of bis 
books. 


I. Thou fhalt not pay tythes to the 
covetous prieft nor to the Anti-chrife.. 
tian improprietors. 

II. Thou thalt not marry by, or with, a 
prieft. 


III. Thow fhalt not put off thy hatin 
refpe&t to thy fuperiors. 


IV. Thou fhalt not thut up thy fhop on 
the world’s holy-days, taft-days, &c. 
atghe command of the worldly ma- 
giftrates. 


V. Thou fhalt not pay towards the re- 
pair of parifh churches. 


VI. Thou fhalt not pay towards the 
trained-bands, nor carry guns in thy 
fhip. 

VII. Thou fhalt not wear lace, nor 
ribbons, nor {kimming-dith hats, nor 
fhort aprons, nor flits on your waift- 
coats, norlong fearfs like flying co- 
lours, nor unnecefiary buttons, 

Vil. You hail have a woman’s meet- 
ing diftinét from the men, once a 
month at the county-town, about ten 
o'clock, to geta little ftock, 

IX. Thou fhale call the days of the 
week, firft, fecond, third, and fourth 
day, é&c. and the months, firft, fe- 

_cond, andthird month, &c. 

X. 1 charge you all in the prefence of 
the Lord God, that you judge not one 

‘another, i: e. thofe that be in the 
unity of the miniftry, and elders in 
the church, left you fall into the cone 
demnation of the monthly, quarterly, 
fix weeks, fetond day, or yearl 


meeting. Amen. G. Fox’, 








* Vide Bugg, Pp. 20, 21. 
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Exodus XX. |G. Fox's Trial at Lancafter Affizes, P21. 

Verfe 18. And all tbe people [aw the ‘ The thundering voice anfwered, I 
thunderings and. the lightnings, and the | ¢ have glorified thee, and will glorify 
noije of the trumpet, and the mountain ‘ thee again 3 and I was fo filled full of 
foaiey: Verfe 19. And they faid un- ¢ glory, that my head and ears was filled 





to Moles, fpeak thou with us, and we ¢ full of it; that when the trumpets 

will bear 3 but let not God feeak with us, * founded, and the judges came up again, 

left we die. ¢ they all appeared as dead men under 
‘ me.’ 





The Rife, Progre/i, and Effe&s of Facobinifm. 
(Continued from P. 362.) 


HILE in France, and other nations on the Continent, the 
democratical and anti-hierarchical doétrines were embraced by 
the ableft of their writers, in Britain they were adopted by none of 
the men of the higheft talents, although they became not uncommon 
among ingenious perfons of a fecondary clafs; of thefe, certain 
individuals, efpecially thofe belonging to a certain clafs, early in this 
reign manifefted their enmity to the altar and the throne. In the 
writings of the authors in queftien, whatever particular differences 
there might be, there was one fource of intellectual error in which 
they agreed, ‘They agreed+ from abftra&t metaphyfical principles 
inftead of experience. They endeavoured to frame theories which 
they propofed to apply to mankind in all cafes and fituations, inftead 
of confidering that there isa very great diverfity of habit, difpofition, 
temper, and circumftances, in different countries ; and that what may 
be expedient in one cafe is not fo in another, They formed their 
notions on fuppofitionsaltogether falfe. ‘Their plans could not be put 
into execution, whilft human nature retained any particles of folly and 
vice, 
~ One of the moft ftrenuous fupporters of republicanifm was Mrs, 
Macaulay ; a woman of (no doubt) a clear and vigorous underftand- 
ing, but partial information and confined refleétion, She had, accord- 
ing to herfelf, derived her notions of liberty from the annals of the 
Grecian and Roman republics. She had concluded that happinefs 
Was moft completely attained under thofe fyftems of polity ; and, 
therefore, that they ought to be imitated in every other country, 
From this opinion, every one who has attentively confidered the 
natufe and effects of the Grecian and Roman governments, will 
readily find, that her knowledge of the hiftory of thofe times is either 
very fuperficial, or her inference very fallacious: he would alfo 
rceive that even if the political fyftems of thofe ftates had been as 
produdtive of good, as by detai) they have been demonftrated to have 
been productive of evil, it would by no means be a fair conclufion 
that they were to be imitated in every other country. The great 
objet of Mrs, Macaulay’s hiftory is, by exaggerating the follies or 
vices of particular monarchs, prelates, and their fupporters, by repre- 
fenting a¢tsof kings and bifhops as weak and wicked, that were not fo, to 


promote 
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promote a fpirit of republicanifm; nor was fhe without fuccefs with 
thofe, who either take affertion for proof, or who, from particular 
ats or premifes, infer general confequences. Her hiftory feems to 
have been written under the influence of mifconception of ancient 
governments, combined with abfurd and vifionary notions concerning 
the fundamental principles of all political inftitutions, The wild 
abfurdities of ‘* The Rights of Man,” appeared in fome degree in 
her reign of James and Charles, but the fcattered rays were more 
fully converged into a focus in her anfwer to Burke’s treatife on the 
difcontents during the Grafton adminiftration, wherein he had 
explained what appeared to him the moft efficacious remedy in the 
exitting cafe. Without entering into any abftra¢t enquiry concern- 
ing ** The Rights of Man,” in any fituation he had merely confidered 
what would be moft expedient for Britons, according to the particular 
conftitution which experience had taught them to be the beft for their 
country. She inaveighed moft feverely againft him for not promul 

ting the doétrines of univerfal eligibility, and propofing to eftablifh 
univerfal fuffrage and annual parliaments, As the authority of Mrs. 
Macaulay was high among a certain fet, many, whofe notions before 
had not deviated fo far from thofe confiftent with the Britith confti- 
tution, took her word for the propriety of fuch changes as would 
amount to its fubverfion. Mrs. Macaulay’s writings, though inimi- 
cal both to church and ftate, as by law eftablifhed, were more frequently 
direéted againft the civil, than the ecclefiaftical, eftablifhment. All 
the force which they could exert againft either or both was employed 
by the two herefiarchs, Do@tors Prieftley and Price. They both began 
by fpeculative rr though they afterwards proceeded to prac. 
tical exhortations, th Prieftley and Price, in their earlieft political 
<i proceeded on the vifionary fiction of Locke, Prieftley in 
his ** Firft Principles of Government,” Price inhis “ Effay on Civil 
Liberty,” affumed the hypothetical compaét as the only legitimate 
foundation of government; forgetting that fuch a compact had never 
actually exifted ; and that a non-entity could not be the foundation of 
government, or of any thing. As to their principle, they have not 
the merit even of invention : they are the mere implicit followers of 
the error of a much greater man. In the confequences, however, which 
they deduce from the principle, they go much farther than fo pene- 
trating a Writer as Locke could have intended. Prieftley’s treatife 
being difficult tobe procured, I am obliged to fay lefs on that perform- 
ance than theilluftration of the fubjeét required, but fhall have occafion 
to confider, more particularly, fome of his fabfequent writings. 
** The Firft Principles of Government” had a powerful tendency to 
urhinge the conftitutional principles of weak minds, and had not a 
little iuccefs among the votaries of the opinions of Diffenters. By 
defining liberty to confift in fuch an exemption from reftraint as was 
totally incompatible with every purpofe of government, his 
writings mifled many to believe that ours was not a free confti- 
tution, Doctor Price ig rather more explicit in his apa, 
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of civil liberty and: more particular in fo defining it as to exclude 
Britain. ‘* It is obvious, he fays, that civil liberty, in its moft per- 
fect degree, can be enjoyed only in /mai/ ftates, where every inde- 
ae gentleman is capable of giving his fuffrage in perfon, and of 
cing chofen into public offices,”’ He had before faid, that the 
higheft obje& of political inftitution was liberty, and that without it 
man was but a poor abject animal. In the paffage which we have 
quoted, and thofe before and after conne¢ted with it, he afferts that a 
{mall ftate with univerfal fuffrage and univerfal eligibility only can be 
free; therefore, according to him, Britain, which was not a {mall ftate, 
and which reprobates univerfal fuffrage and eligibility, wanted that 
freedom which he efteems the chief privilege and’ glory of human 
nature. An obvious inference from his do¢trine was, that to make 
“the Britith Conftitution a good one, there muft be fuch a change as 
-would conftitute a revolution. Doctor Price does not,- like a wife 
-and able political philofopher, confider in whom it is moft expedient 
sthat government fhould be vefted, but propounds the ebfra@ theory of 
.the nights of man. ‘* In every free ftate, he fays, every man is his 
-own legiflator, and thus every man’s own humour would be the rule of 
-his obedience, and as the wife Peyufon obferves in anfwer, according 
to this dottrine, ‘ thieves and pickpockets. have aright to make laws 
Sor themfelves.”? Able and conttitutional men, opponents of adminif- 
‘tration as well as {upporters, reprobated the notions of Price as fub- 
verfive of all civil authority. Burke, though, as well as Price, an 
enemy to the war with America, is at great pains to fhew the danger- 
,ous tendency of fuch notions. This eilay, with the fubfequent addi- 
. tions and appendixes, contributed very much to the fpreading among 
_the diffenters (the Socinians at leait,) thofe democratical principles 
to which Socinians are fo prone, Meanwhile the hierarchy was the 
object of the attacks of herefiarchs as well as the civil conflitution. 
But though both attack church and ftate, the church feems principally 
to have been affigned to Prieftley and the ftate to Price. While Price 
was eagerly engaged in imprefiing his votaries with a notion that 
Britain was in a dtate approaching to civil flavery, Prieftley was en- 
deavouring to prove the fame as to religious. He, however, appears 
at an earlier period to have exprefled his fanguine expectations of the 
overthrow of our eftablifhment than his coadjutor, and in declaring 
«his confidence of fuccefs, loudly boafted of his own active efforts to 
-everturn our church. Speaking of our ecclefiaftical eftablifhment, 
*« We have, faid he, laid a train, grain by grain, which will ere long 
blow up the fabric of fuperftition.”’ ‘The loquacious yanity of 
_con{pirators has more than once betrayed their nefarious defigns. 
Catiline’s Curio might, perhaps, have been the model on which the 

- herefiarch formed himfelf to be a vain-gloricusaccomplice. Although 
the folly of the ring-leader of the Socinian democrats difcovered their 
defigns in fufiicient time to render legiflature on its guard againit 
fetarian encroachment, yet did their doétrines fpread. Under the 
aufpices of Price and Prieltley many others of inferior note endeavoured 
te 
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to attack our civil and religious inftitutions, and to degrade the cha- 
rafter of the founder of chriftianity. ‘The means employed by the 
Englith innovators were nearly the fame as in the neighbouring coun. 
tries, books, pamphlets, focieties, clubs ; but as to larerature, with 
this ftriking difference, that in France and Germany diforginization 
was the object of the ableft writers, while in Britain men of me higheft 
talents and moft profound learning were the champions of the efta- 
blithment. There were indeed two perfonages, one of them much 
fuperior to. the Socinian teachers, and the other equal to moft in the 
nation, whofe writings, though friendly to kingly government, and 
indeed intended to be fo to ecclefia ‘tical eftablifhments, as political 
inftitutions, yet co-operated with the enemies of religion, ‘The 
readers will readily conceive that we mean Gibbon and Hume. Itis 
indeed to be lamented that men of fach talents as Gibbon, and much 
more as Hum ey fhould have interfperfed through their works fenti. 
ments and opinions fo unworthy of their wifdo »m, and fo hurtful to 
fociety. ‘iheir writings, however, though much abler, did not make 
fuch an impreffion as thofe of the herefiarchs and their votaries ; they 
were much more indirect and not fo ftudioufly prefled home on the 
attention ; befides the readers of Gibbon’s works and Hume’s were 

enerally men of much more difcrimination than the admiring lifteners 
to the declamatory rant, or pretended acutenefs of diffenting Conven. 
ticlers, Gibbon’s fifteenth and fixteenth chapters, and Higaae: s Hfflay 
on Miracles, were likely to do harm to a much fimaller number than 
the effufions of tavern zeal againft the members of our eftablifhments. 

Not a few, with probably. no bad intentions, either from haying 
confidered liberty rather abftraéiedly than experimentally themfelves, 
or too haftily adopted the abftractions of others, concurred in promot. 
ing fome of the defigns of thefe men. By adopting extravagant 
theories of reform, theo ries proceeding on very erroncous notions of 
the human charatter, and inadequate actions of the Briuth Confti. 
tution ; fuch were the plans of annual parliaments, and univerfal 
fuffrage. 

Although feveral perfons were inimical to the condu& of govern. 
ment refpecting America, merely becaufe they thought the meafures 
imprudent, but reprobated herefiarchical chimeras of the rights of 
man, yet the American conteft added very much to the frequency and 
effect of fuch difcuffions, efpecially among the Sociniag diffenters. 
The anti-monarchical and anti-hierarchical fancies we gaining 
ground and frequently manifeited themfelves. From the ¢onclufion 
of the American war, however, till the year 1787, although often 
and much the fubjeé of private and alfo of literary enquiry and ani- 
‘madverfion, no occafion occurred for legiflative difcuffion. 

In the year 1787 a motion was made for the repeal of the Teft 
and Corporation A&s. The fupporters of the repeal adduced the 
ufual arguments of the right of private opinion, liberality of fenti- 
ment, and toleration ; the oppofers anfwered that the toleration of 
opinions and fentiments could neither be affirmed abftraciedly to be 
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right or wrong, that it was a queftion, the folution of which depended 
on the circumitances of the cafe on the tendency and probable con. 
fequences of the opinions. ‘The beft and wifeft ftatefmen and legif- 
Jators of all ages had concurred in thinking fome religious eftablifh- 
ment morally beneficial and politically expedient; that a national re- 
ligion made an important part of the Britifh conftitution. Since a 
national réligion is expedient it was faid, ‘* a teft by which its 
teachers and profeffors may be tin semi from thofe of different 
feéts appeats to be neceffary.”” The degree of toleration to be per- 
mitted to any fe€taries muft depend upon the probability of thofe 
feCtaries interfering with the prefervation of the national religion and 
the eftablifhment by which it was fupported. It might be proper to 
grant a liberal indulgence to fects of a given dencmination at one 
time, and to withhold it from them at another. Some of thofe who 
fifteen years before fupported the caufe of the Diffenters with wifdom 
and juftice, withheld their fupport from them at that time, becaufe the 
conduct of the men of the greateft influence among them had de. 
clared the moft determined hoftility to our ecclefiaftical eftablifhment. 
it is to be obferved that there were two general claffes of Diffenters 
calling themfelves Proteftants, though branching into feveral fubor- 
dinate fub-divifions, the Socinians and Calvinifts ; of the latter a great 
part was prefbyterian. Had thofe declared themfelves to entertain 
the fame articles of faith and principles of politics with the eftablfhed 
ehurch of Scotland, and difavowed all conneétion or concurrence of 
fentiment with republicans and degraders of the Saviour of the world, 
it is poffible they might have been indulged ; but as they took no fuch 
ftep to mark their difapprobation of Prieftleian and Pricean do¢trines, 
and Socinians and Democrats, it was impoffible for the legiflature to 
know that they were not of that defcription.* Individuals of them 
were known to be well affected, but they ought to have taken efféc- 
tual iteps to manifeft the good difpofitions of their clafs. The ne- 
gative put upon their application raifed loud clamours—the loudeft 
trom thofe whofe conduct deferved additional reftraint inftead of in- 
dulgence; the moft furious and vehement exclaimer againft the refu- 
fal of admiffion into our ecclefiaftical fortrefs was he who declared his 
view in wifhing to come in was to blow it up. In his writings and 
Speeches on the rejection of the propofed repeal, Prieftley diffeminated 
notions and fentiments more daringly jacobinical than any which 
ever he had before fpread ;—his votaries, tools, and coadjutors, 





el 


* Even ftill as there are Diffenters that are not democrats and anti. 
chriftiaus, it would not be unwife of them to draw, by a public de- 
claration, the line of diftinétion between themfelves, and the avowed 
enemies of our civil and religious inflitutions, We recommend this 
hint to the confideration of Do¢tor Hunter and other refpectable pref- 
byterians, who have uniformly fhewn themfelves loyal, and worthy 
ef the Scotsifh church, 
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wete no lefs zealous than he, though moft of them of lefs ability. . A 
letter which he wrote foon after the failure, to Mr, Pitt, is a great cus 
riofity of its kind, whether we confider the tendency of its dottrines, 
the dogmatical feeblenefs of its arguments, and the infolent arros 
gance and vulgar familiarity of the mode. In point of object, of 
reafoning, and of manners, it was a true f{pecimen of jacobinical 
writing. Though addreffed to Mr. Pitt, it was evidently intended 
for the weakeft, moft uneducated, and moft inflammable of his own 
votaries. He not only could not have fuppofed that Mr. Pitt could have 
paid the leaft attention to affertion without proof, contrary to proof, 
but that any man who had not furrendered his underftanding to his 
guidance would receive the {malleft impreflion from obfervations 
which refted merely upon the authority of Dr. Prieftley. The lead- 
ing pofition is, I Jofeph Prieftley am infallible, you William Pict, 
take my word for it, if ever you différ from me you mutt be wrong ; 
liften to my injunctions, implicitly follow them, and take my word 
for it you will be right. I expeét not only obedience but gratitude 
for fuggefting ** clearer ideas than you feemed to be poffeffed of, 
and fuck as may be the foundation of a better policy than you have 
adopted.” In order to give the Minifter thofe clearer ideas he ad- 
duces no proof that thofe which he had ufed in his fpeech on the 
Teft A& were wrong or obfcure, he thinks it a fuffiicient reafon for 
changing them that they did not agree with his own. Self-fuficient 
arrogance, however, is not peculiar to Jacobins; among all clafles 
of men there are numbers found whofe vanity and folly undertakes to 
teach men wifer than themnfelves ; in that particular Dr. Pricftley is no 
worfe than other prefumptuous egotifts ; but the matter of this letter, 
the abufe of the eftablifhment, of the church, of the univerfities, 
the avowed expettation of their fpeedy overthrow, the declaration 
that thofe educated in hoftility to them are, in point of learning, 
talents and virtue, much fuperier, to thofe educated in our femi- 
naries, and articles of religious, moral, and political faith and prac- 
tice, were all in the true ftyle of Jacobinical declaration, which, in 
order to ftimulate its votaries to fubvert our inftitutions, reprefents 
them as at once inefficient and pernicious. 

We have alfo, in the fame letter, the fame Jacobinical art of vague 
and falfe affertions, being confidently brought forward as undeniatle 
proofs. Prieftley affirms, that diflenting feminaries.are more friendly 
to the cultivation of genius than onr eftablifhments. Is it poffible 
that Prieftley himfelf was fo totally ignorant of the literary and fcien- 
tific hiftory of this country, as to fuppofe fuch an afiertion true? 
Have our ableft men, our moft elegant fcholars, our moft profound 
philofophers, been educated at the fchools and colleges of Dhffenters ? 
To feek for genius, literature, and fcience, can we turn no way but 
to Hackney ? But it cannot be, that Prieftley was, on fo obvious and 
notorious a fubject deceived, himfelf; all he aimed at was the decep. 
tion of others. That a certain {pecies of literature has flowed from 
thode fources we ase far from denying. From that {chool have flowed 
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a great portion of democratical pamphlets; to the Socinian dif. 
fenters we are indebted for many of the periodical performances 
which have laboured with the greateft zeal and perfevering induftry 
to render our civil and religious eftablifhments odious and contemp- 
tible, and to expofe which, is fo important and falutary an object of 
the Anti-Jacobin Review. The confideration of the arts of thefe 
vehicles of Jacobinifm, and their connectien with the herefiarchical 
{chools, we fhall defer to the next number, 
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[Among the Copies of Verfes, which are annually produced as a 
Public Exercife, called Tr1 Pos, at the Univerfity of Cambridge, 
we have feiected the following, as a beautiful compofition. The 
fubje&t is Dr. Beddoes's Factitious Air applied to the Cafe of 
Confumptions. | 
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J MATURA cano vernantis fata juventz ; 
Grafiantemque diu tacito lentore Marafmon ; 
Et vite fpes infractas. Teterrima Divém, 

Quz, nigris vallata minis, formidine fepta, 
Omnia pervolitas orbis loca ; nec finis ufguam 
Pura metiis fluere, atque obfceene gaudia Cure 3 
Floribu’ vitai tandem, Mors, parce tenellz ; 
Parce, atque injuftos ultrd dedifce triumphos. 
Protinus, ct caufe que fint, atque omina Tabis 

_ Expediam; dein quz fzvi lenimina morbi, 
Quaque falutiferi medicatos ztheris hauftus 

Arte coquas, claré memorare et vincere verbis 

Aggrediar, melico continguens cuncia lepore, 
Semina jam verd tarde genitalia peftis 

Crediderim membris innafci primitis ipfis. 

Robuftis etenim pubes guz ftirpibus olim 

Orta viget, cervice brevi, latéque torofo 

Peétore luxurians, hyberni flaminis amplo 

Stringorem pulmone pati, ferofque vapores 

Impune, aut vigiles pernox excudere curas. 

Tabifico contra macilenta e fanguine proles 

Spicula brumai violenta, et vefperis umbras, 

Faucibus ad vivum penitus perfentie anhelis ; 

Excubias pallet ftudiorum, et tadia cure ; 
Jnvalidoque graves detreftat corpore nifus, 
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Scilicet his fragilem poteris dignofcere pubem 
Indiciis. Procera imbelles explicat artus, 
Et gracilis fpecies. Spatiis aditringit iniquis 
Compages angufta finum :_ brevis indé fatifcit 
Spiritus, atque ar¢tas quaffat luctamine coftas, 
Fgregia effulget vultu florente venuttas ; 
Vivatis gena leta rofis, atque humida labra 
Tranflucent ; vitreis dentes candoribus albent 
Perfpicui ; nigrat collo plerumque tenello 
Cefaries effufa, atque ampli fplendor ocelli 
Liquidus ; et blandam prodit languoribu’ mentem, 
Talis, ad ingentem porrectus Amazona, fegnis 
Incola Peruyiz, vacua fecurus in umbra 
Torpet, et innocuum carpit per fecla veternum, 

Continuo fimul ac mature ver breve vite 
Umbrarit juveni malas, mollifque puelle 
Solverit eluctans gremium : fervefcit avita 
Contages ; durique urguent patrimonia morbi, 

a in teneros hyemis penetrabiie flabrum 
Perfidat, vellatque, finus; feu vefpere multo 
Frigidus Autumni infinuet vapor, ingue gravefcat 
Humida peftilitas ; violatur volnere pulmo 
Lubricus ; et lacerum tuflis quatit improba petus. 

Pubertate ferox juvenis, viridique juventa, 
Egregiufque animi (tali quippe invida pettis 
Precipuas ftruit infidias, damnatque tenebris) 
Labitur oblitus fodiecusi, gloria turbe 
Dulcis Apollinee quondam ; blandofque furores 
Aonidum expertus ; Sophizque imbutus amznis 
Hauftibus. Heu! -feftam primus celebrare choream, 
Dum fuit alma Salus, primus captare fufurrum 
Virgineum, lepidigue argutum murmur amoris. 
Nunc ruit ante diem, Venis furit arida febris, 
Noéturnifque liguat validos fudoribus artus 
Infomni: ingeminat importuniffima tuflis ; 
Crebraque thoracem raucis latratibus angens 
Funditus exfcindit, Macies enervia membra 
Attenuat, vivumque fatigat lenta cadaver ; 
Cundtantemgue trahit flammata infania mortem. 

illud praterea Phthifis erumnabile, diramque 
Imprimis tenet ; extremo quod limine vitz 
Heret adhuc anima, et caffa fpe pafcitur, ardens 
Vitai defiderio ; fecura fepulchri 
Ludit ad horrendas fauces ; hilarifque fupremim 
Cunétatur cirga genia lis luminis oras. 

Ecce pueilares inter pulcherrima cztus 
Enitet ; in vitrea, virgo, cui limpida forma 
Purpura collucet, megtemgue loguacia produnt 


Lumina ; 
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Lumina; que melicos ultrd, dulcedine vita, 
Solvitur ad numeros; mollis fervefcit amoris 
fEftibus, aut levium Jabyrinthos phantafiarum 
Mente fequens agili, flammantia moenia mundi 
Evolat, obfcoenzque fugit contagia Terre : 
Nequidquam ; bruto interea nam pondere tardat 
Corpus iners, animamque hebetant mortalia membra. 
Jam nunc in pulchris inolefcunt femina lethi 
Artubus ; horriferafque tenens certiflima peftis 
Excubias, rofeos quibus ipfa afflavit honores, 
Florida lethali morfu jam devovet ora. 

Qualis ubi placido delabens agmine flumen, 
Mordet aquis ripam ; tenerumque in cefpite florem, 
Quem pafcit, fenfim taciturna fubruit unda, 
Irriguis viget ille comis : mox caule ruenti 
Marcet forma fugax ; et furdo volvitur amne. 

Nunc age, erudelis morbi medicina docebo 
Que fit; et inventas facrabo verfibus artes. 

Principio liquidi circumflua czrulaceeli, 
Vivificos hauftus animantum, et pabula dia, 

Aura tenet duplex, duplex natura, genufque 
Diverfum: humanos quamquam fubtilia vifus 
Effugiunt, miftogue feruntur tenuia textu, 

Altera vitalis pars dicitur aéris, altrix 
Prima quafi vite: frondes hanc arbore ab omni 
Progenerant, venifque halant {pirantibus herbe 
Quod fupereft aurz, tetra fterilifque Mephitis 
Libantis confeftim animam fuffocat anhelam. 

Aére przterea merfus reitinguitur ignis 

Mort:fero: contra flammis alimenta miniftrat 
Vitalis, rutila pafcens incendia luce, 

Sanguinis ille idem latices, pulmone receptos, 
Inficit : hinc rofies refluus per corpora rivis 
Diditur, albentefque coloribus irrigat artus, 

Ipfe autem nimius fiquando exuberet, ora 

Florida fuffundit digitofque rubore corufco : 
Acriter interea teneri pulmonis inermes 

Veficas lacerat ; brumali et flamine lefas 

Irritat fiimulis; mitefcenfgue afperat ulcus. 
‘Temperat hunc, et feva hebetat commifta Mephitis 
Spicula. Campano qualis qui craflus in antro 
Serpit humi, exitium canibus, vapor ; aut gravis olim 
Halitus umbrofum circumvolitabat Avernum. 
Ergo age, finceras puris e fontibus undas 

Ferro infunde cavo, magnum cul turget apertus 
In ventrem tubus: anguftum fornace foramen 
Calface ; dein latices terventibus ejice labris, 
Sibilus ¢filatur vapor, et rarefcit in auram 
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Cum ftridore gravi. tu tenuia flamina capta, 
Blandaque turgenti afflerva medicamina pera, 
Hee fi vitali commifta fit aére, flagrat 
Jlicet, exardetque admotis ignibus, unde 
Flammiferam appellant : ignefcit fepé fodinis 
Deprenfa, ct vaftas populat difplofa cavernas. 
Hujus ope atherios incerto remige curfus 
Explorat fophus exultans ; ccelique ferenum 
Navigat oceanum. terrai volvitur infra 
E>ilis globus, et nimbi glomerantur inanes, 
Hanc demum tremulis libans moribunda labellis 
Laffa revivifcit virgo. nam {cilicet acrem 
Flammifer in tenues vitalem, mollior ipfe, 
Solvit aquas : blando recreatur fanguine pulmo 
Saucius, et tuflis depul:4 febre quiefcir, 
Infomni rediens oculo fopor incubat, egrum 
Tranquillans animum ; defueta gaudia rident 
Viva gena, feffofque vigor novus excitat artus. 
Felix! follicito qui fixus lumine, languens 
Anxius adfidebat et invigilabat amator ; 
Servabatque moras morbi, et veftigia traftim, 
Facundumque oculum, et taciti fufpiria voti, 
Felix! cui media rapte de morte puelle 
Reddita forma fuz, morboque venuftior ipfo 


Surgit, et optatos tandem conjungit amores ! 
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Quid in arma furentum 
Impulerit populum, quid pacem excufferit orbe. 
Lucan, lib, 1, ver. 68, 


the of each noify Patriot’s vain pretence 

To loftier views of more exlighien’d fenfe, 

And much difgufted with the babbling ftrain, 
Profoundly thallow, pioufly prophane, 

Eruics and Potirics,—(a turbid mafs!) 

That with new waves thro’ different channels pafs ; 
Heavy and flow, in Gopwin’s cumbrous page ; 
Headlong and loud, impell’d by Waxertetp’s rage; 
By Darwin mix’d with cold Lethean art, 

To calm in endlefs fleep the throbbing heart. 

Tir’d of the changeful crowd ;—but mof of Thee 
(O name too long prophan’d!) Puitosorny! 
Whither, oh whither may the Mufe retire. 

Forget fuch fcenes, and mourn her ufelefs lyre ?— 

** Not fo ;”—(my Coun try’s voice I hear proclaim) 
** Not fo :—no virtuous leaf of deathlefs fame, 

«© No amaranth around Ais tomb thall ware, 

s* Who hears his Counrnry call,—nor flies to faye, 
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«* Not now the time, in this alarming hour, 
** To lull th’ oblivious head in Fahcy’s bow’r, 
«* O’er wizard-ftreams to hang the willow pale, 
*¢ And load with virgin-fighs th’ enamour’d gale 
«* The camp, the court, the city’s fervid throng, 
«* The haunts of men, demand the pzbdlic fong ; 
ss For themes, for hours like thefe the Mafe was giv’n, 
s¢ Parent of higheft deeds, and progeny of heaven !” 
Yes, Albion, yes; around thy lining fhore 
Still fhall the duteous Mufe her defcant pour ; 
Still mark the omens of thefe troublous times, 
Thefe years of miferies, and thefe hofts of crimes; 
Mark one dire hand the legion-mifchief form, 
Rule his own chaos, and beget the ftorm.— 
Him fha\l the Mufe (tho’ now the facred tomb 
Prote& him, and his fhort-liv’d laurels bloom,) 
Him fhall th’ indignant Mufe drag forth to day : 
Arife, VotTaire, proud conqueror, come away! 
High genius, art thou fall’n >—Votrarre laid low? 
No fmile infidious on that vittor-brow? 
Arife, rejoice, review thy vaffal-band, 
Who wrought the deeds, thy mafter-pencil’d plann’d ! 
And (as the great Darius’ regal fhade, 
In folemn pomp by Affchylus pourtray’d,) 
Atk of thy faithful Satraps,— Whence arc 
"his full, this fwelling, deep’ning tide of woes? 
Who fubtly firft the flame of difcord fann’d ? 
Who laid, who /prang the mine, which rent the land? 
Nor ftay’d, nor fpent its force, but fmote around 
The nations, heedlefs of th’ awak’ning found! 
Who led PuiLosopHy, the modeft maid, 
To Freperick’s pious court, or Feanzy’s fhade? 
(There firft the fiends their engin’ry prepare, 
In that Atrzan forge, and {chool for dev’lith war!) 
Who, beauteous Movesty, thy bluth profan’d, 
As the vile jeft his page difhoneft ftain’d ? 
O facred Love, whaz cruel hand unclean 
Shrunk thy pure bloom, and brutaliz’d thy mein ? 
If life’s beft feelings lofe their lib’ral flow, 
If Honour hide his once-unfullied brow, 
If Loratty, from earth (like Justice) driv’n, 
Muft refuge find,—fhould Brairarn fall,—in heaven, 
If cold Seir-intex est canker ev’ry part, 
Who /pread the lep’rous taint ? - who froze the heart? 
Thefe were hy triumphs!—Frenzy, death, defpair! — 
And—thou exjry’d'f ther fully, —loft Vorraine t. 
Thes, when TH’ ALMIGHTY wills on impious times 
Some chofen vengeance for peculiar crimes, 
J 
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Not fword, nor famine, nor the burning ftar 
Blue plague and terror fhaking from his hair, 
Nor earth convuls’d, nor ocean heaving round, 
The wild ftorm fearching to irs gulph profound, — 
Not thefe, nor all—the beauteous face of day 

So blaft, and mark with mifery their way, 

As when with Wif/dox’s voice, and garb, ‘and air, 
(Bafe counterfeits !) fome demon fpreads his fnare! 
Some fecond Socrates the world admires ; 

Him truth inftructs, wit feafons, genius fités.o< 
The core all hollow, tho’ the furface clean, 

The ‘* Lying Spirit” oracles within ; 

Him fhall the young adore, the gay carefs, 

And theatres applaud, and beauty blefs. 

O nobly grac’d, to act no noble part! 

O watte of talents, with a void of heart ! 

A tranfient blaze, but brilliant to confume! 

A dreadful depth of hideous hopelefs gloom ! 
Fertile to waite, and faithful to deftroy, 

Thine own reproach, thy country’s funeral cry, 
Ruin thy game, thy honour infamy ! 

Turn from all fuch, the flaves of guilty pride ; 
From OrLean’s fcaffold, wretch, too high allied ! 
And e’en from shee, Conporcert, favour’d youth, 
From whom thy Ferney hid no myftic truth.— 
Tho’ on thy trembling flight diftra¢tion hung, 
Shook in each joint, and taulter'd on thy tongue, 
Tho’ in the wood’s deep-fhadowing filent reft, 
Reftlefs, the demon burnt within thy breaft, 

And thoufand fhapes thine eyes to madnefs ftrain’d, 
Shapes, worfe than Lucan thought, or Taffo feign ‘d. 
Yes, tho’ (infatuate man!) the murderous death 
By thine own hand congeal’d thy tortur’d breath ; 
Yet can the Mufe from thee, Conporcert, turn; 
She hangs no cyprefs o’er an ATHeIsT’s urn: 

Let Lauperpate lament thy fate fevere ; 

She pours for regicides no tender tear, 

There are, who, when the traitor’s knot is tied, 
Shed the warm fhower, to Louts’ fail deny’d ; 
O’er Favetre’s cell, FirzcrRratp’s rebel herfe, 
Sweet fympathy ! they frame the pious verfe! 

Not thus the Mufe :—the shanks th’ avenging lord, 
She /miles, when treafon meets its rich reward ; 

Her tears fhe keeps to grace the juft man’s doom, 
To fanétjfy the marder’d monarch’s tomb ; 

For martyr’d faith to fall, whofe heav’nward eye, 
Tura’d from the bribe of life with infamy ! 
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To fall for Genius, fuch as late was Jaid, 

Fair Beaconsfield, in thy thrice-honour’d thade ; 
Genius, which long, with truth’s divineft page, 

** Stemm’d the wild torrent of a downward age!” —— 
And, as this fcourge of human kind proceeds 

Thro’ Europe’s bounds, and ev’ry country bleeds, 
Whilft the night deepens, and with fulph’rous tide 
Difcord’s rei Java fpreads from fide to fide, 

For you, ye brave, the weeps;—ye brave, in vain ; 
Not conquer’d,—/old tg a bafe fpoiler’s chain! 

Ah, had ye earlier fprung from fatal reft, 

Arm’d each bold hand, and uncorrupt each breatt, 
Still, SwitzertanpD, above thy mountain’s brow 
Had freedom lighten’d, ——as from BaiTain now; 
One gen’rous pow’r the univerfe had known, 

Nor Avion fav’d th’ unaiding world alone, 


Staffordfaire, Auguft, 1798. J. F. 





sonG.—Tune Heart of Oak. 


(SOME cheerup my lads, let’s together unite, 

For our ceuntry, our king, and our altars to fight, 
While our tars {weep the ccean, our troops line the fhere, 
Let the Frenchmen bat face us, we'll afk for no more. 


Heart of Qak, &c. 


fave to ourfelves and each other prove true, 
Thefe vot’ries of reafon we foon fhall fubdue ; 
And the five-headed monfler may threaten in vain, 
For Britannia will ever rule over the main. 
Heart of Oak, &c. 
With Religion to guide us, with Laws we revere, 
With a Maxarch we love, and a God whan we fear, 
Shall the flaves of vile defpots with freemen contend, 
Who've /ucd bleflings to fight for, /uch rights to defend ? 
Heart of Oak, &c. 


Let them boaft if they will of fome vittosies gain’d, 

Of their murders committed, and plunder obtain’d, 

*Twas by gold or by art, they thefe triumphsatchiev’d, 

Help’d by zraiters they paid, or by Poous they DECEIV’D. 
Heart of Oak, &c, 

Then give for Old England a loud hearty cheer, 
Here’s a halter for thofe who would welcome them 4ere ; 
Let us join hearts'and hands, boys, and merrily fing, 
Rule Britannia for ever, and God fave the King. 

Heart of Qak, &e. 
HISTORY. 
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PETER PORCUPINE’s WILL. 


IN the name of Fun, Amen. I Peter Purcupine, Pamphleteer 
and News-Monger, being (as yet) found both in body and in 
mind, do, this fifteenth day of April, in the Year of our Lorn, 
one thoufand feven hundred and ninety-feven, make, declare,. 
and publifh, this my Lasr Witt anp ‘lesTaMENT, in manner, 
form, and fubitance following; to wit: 


IN PRIMIS, 


LEAVE my body to Doétor Michael Lieb, a member of the 

Legiflature of Pennfylvania, to be by him diffeéted (if he 
knows how to do it) in prefence of the Rump of the Democratic 
Society. In it they will find a heart that held then in abhorrene, 
that never palpitated at their threats, and that, to its laft beat, 
bade them defiance. But my chief motive for making this bequeft 
is, that my fpirit may look down with contempt on their cannibal- 
like triumph over a breathle{s corpfe. 

Item, As I make no doubt that the above faid Doétor Lieb (and 
fome other Doctors that I could mention) would like very well to 
fkin me, I requeft that they, or one of them, may do it, and that 
the faid Leib’s father may tan my {fkin; after which I defire my 
Executors to have feven copies of my Works complete, bound in 
it, one copy to be prefented to the five Sultans of France, one to 
each of their Divans, one to the Governor of Pennfylvania, to 
Citizens Maddifon, Giles, and Gallatin one each, and the re- 
maining one to the Democratic Society of Philadelphia, to be 
carefully preferved among their archives. 

Item, To the Mayor, Aldermen and Councils of the City of 
Philadelphia, I bequeath all the fturdy young huckiters, who in- 
feft the market, and who to maintain their bafiards, tax the honeft 
inhabitants many thoufand pounds annually.. 1 requeft them to 
take them into their worthipful keeping; to chaften their bodies 
for the good of their fouls; and moreover, to keep a {harp look- 
out after their gallants; and remind the latter of the old pgoverb: 
Louch pot, touch penny. 

Item, To T J fon, Philofopher, I leave a curious Nor 
way Spider, with a hundred legs and nine pair of eyes; likewife 
the ark black cut-throat general he can catch hold of, to be flead 
alive, in order to determine with more certainty the real caufe of 
the dark colour of his fkin; and fhould the faid T fon 
furvive Banneker the Almanack-Maker; I requeft he will get the 
brains of {aid Philomath carefully diffected, to fatisfy the world in 
what refpeéts they differ from thofe of a white man. 

Item, To the Philofophical Society of Philadelphia, I will and 
bequeath a corre€t copy of Thornton’s plan for abolsfhing the ufe 
of the Englith language, and for introducing in its ftead_a repub- 
lican one, the reprefentative charaGters of which bear a ftrong re- 
femblance to pot-hooks and hangers; and for the difcovery of 
which plan, the faid fociety did, in the year 1793, grant to the 
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faid language maker 500 dollars premium.—TIt is my earneft defire, 
that the copy of this valuable performance, which | hereby prefent, 
may be fhown to all the travelling literati, as a proot of the inge- 
nuity of the author and of the wifdom of the ijociety. 

, dtem, To Dottor Benjamin Ruth, I will and bequeath a copy 
of the Cenfor for January, 1797; buts upon the exprels condition, 
that he does not in anywile or guile, either at the time of my 
death, or Six months after, pretend to {peak, write or publifh an 
eulogium on me, my calling or chara¢ter, either literary, military, 
civil, or political. 

Item, “ To my dear fellow labourer Noah Webfter, gentleman- 
** citizen,” Efq. and Newl-man, I will and bequeath a prognof- 
ticating barometer of curious conf{truétion and great utility, by 
which, at a fingle glance, the faid Noah will be able to dilcern 
the exact ftate that the public mind will be in the enfuing year, 
and will thereby be enabled to trim by degrees and not expole himfelf 
to deteftion, as henow does by his fudden lee-fhore tacks, Ilikewife 
bequeath to the faid “ gen‘leman-citizen,” fix Spanifh milled dol- 
lars, to be expended on a1.ew plate of his portrait at the head of 
his fpelling-book, that which graces it at prefent being fo ugly that 
it feares the children from their leflons; but this legacy is to be 
paid him only upon condition that he leave out the title of ’Sguire, 
at the bottom of {aid pi€ture, which is extremely odious in an Am: - 
rican fchool-book, and muft inevitably tend to corrupt the political 
principles of the republican babies that behold it. And I do moft 
earneftly defire, exhort and conjure the faid ’Squire-news-man, to 
change the title of his paper, The Minerva, for that of The Political 
Centaur. 

Item, ‘To. F. A. Mughlenburg, Efq. Speaker of a late houfe of 
Reprefentatives of the United States, I leave a moft fuperbly finithed 
ftatue of Janus. 

“Item, To Tom the Tinker, I leave a liberty-cap, a tricoloured 
cockade, a wheel-barrow full of oyfters, and a hogthead of grog : 
falfo leave him three blank checks on the Bank of Pennfylvania, 
leaving to him the tafk of Alling them up; requefting him, however, 
to be rather more merciful than he has fhown himfelf heretofore. 

‘Item, ‘Fo the Governor of Pennfylvania, and to the late Prefident 
and Cafhier of the Bank of the faid State, as to joint legatees, I 
will and bequeath that good old proverb: Honefly is the beft policy. 
And this legacy I have chofen for thefe worthy gentlemen, as the 
only thing about which J am fure they will never difagree. 

Item, Yo 'T Coxe, of Philadelphia, citizen, I will and 
bequeath a Grown of hemlock, as a recompence for his attempt to 
throw an odium on the adminiftration of General Wathington ; 
and I moft pofitively enjoin my executors, to fee that the faid 
crown be fhaped exactly like that which this {pindle-ihanked le- 
gatee wore befure Gen. Howe, when he made his triumphal entry 
into Philadelphia. 

Item, To Thomas Lord Bradford (otherwife called Goofy Tom), 
Bookfeller, Printer, News-man, and member of the Philofophical 
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Society of Phil adelphia, I will anc be queath a copy of the Peerage 
of Great Britain, in order that the faid Lord Thomas may the 
more exactly afcertain what probability there is of his fucceedine te 
the teat, which is noble relation now fills in the Houfe of Lord: 

ftem, To all and finguler the authors in the United States, whe- 
ther they write verfe or profe#] will and bequeath a copy of my 
lite and adventures; and I advife the faid authors to ftudy with 
partic ular c: are the 40th and 41it pages thereof; more efpecia 4 
and above all things, [ exhort and conjure them never to publfri 
tozether, though tl ie box kieller fhould be a faint. 

Item, ‘Vo Edmund Randolph, Efy. late Secretary of State, to 
Mr. J. A. Dallas. Secretary of the S tate of Pennfylvania, ‘and to 
his Excellency Thomas Mithn, Governor of the faid unfortunate 
State, I will and bequeath, toeach of them, a copy of the fixteenth 
paras graph of Fanchet’s intercepted letter. 

Item. Vo Citizen John Swanwick, member of Congrefs, by the 
will and con nae of the fovereign people, I leave bills of Exchange 
on London to an enormous amount ; they are all protefted, indeed, 
but if prope: ry managed, may be turned to good account. | like- 
wife bequeath to the taid John a {mall treatife. by an Italian author, 
wherein the fecret of pleating the ladies is develoved, and reduced 
toa mere mechanical operation, without the leaft dependance on 
- precarious aid of the pailions. Hoping that thefe inftances of 

y liberality will produce, in the mind of the little legiflature, 
effe cts quite ‘different from thofe produced therein by the King of 
Great Britain’s penfion to his parents. 

litem, To the Editors of the Bofton Chronicle, the New York 
Argus, and the Philadelphia Merchants’ Advertifer, [ will and 
beque ath one ounce of modefty and love of truth, to be equally 
divided between them. I fhould have been more liberal in this 
bequeft, were I not well aifured, that one ounce is more than they 
will ever make ufe of. 

Item, Yo Franklin Bache, editor of the Aurora of Philadelphia, 
I will and bequeath a fima Il bundle of French affignats, which i 
brought with me from the country of equality. If thefe thould 
be too light in value for his preiiing exigencies, I defire my exe- 
cutors, or any one of them, to beftow on him a fecond part to what 
he has lately received in Soutliwark ; and as a farther proof of my 
good will and affection, I requett him to accept of a 598 and a 
brand uew pair of fetters, which, if he fhould refufe, I will and 
bequeath him in lieu thereof—my malediction. 

item, Vo my beloved countrymen, the people of Old England, 
I will and bequeath a copy ot Doétor Prieftley’s Charity Sermon 
for the benefit of poor Emiyrants ; and to the faid pre aching philo- 
fopher himfelt, I bequeath a heart-full of difappointment, grief, 
and defpair. 

dtem, Vo the good,people of France, who remain attached ta 
their fovereign, particularly to thofe among whom I was hofpitably 
received, I bequea th each a good firong dagger; hoping moit 
fincerely that they may yet fi: id courage enough to carry them to 
the hearts of their abominable tyrants. 
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Item, Fo citizen M——oe, I will and bequeath my chamber 


looking- ~glafs. It is.a plain but exceeding true mirror ; in it he 


will fee the exact likenefs of a@ traitor, who has bartered the ho- 
nour and intereft of his country to a perfidious and favage enemy. 

Jt-m, To the republican Britons, who have fled fiom the hands 
of juftice in their own country, and who are a fcandal, a nuifance, 
and a difgrace to this, I bequeath hunger and nakednefs, feorn 
and reproach ; and I do hereby pofitiy ely enjoin on my executors 
to contribute five hundred dollars towards the erection of gallowfes 
and gibbets, for the accommodation of the faid imported — patriots, 
when the legiflators of this unhappy ftate thall have the wildem to 
countenance fuch ufeful eftablifhments. 

diem; My friend J. ‘V. Callender, the run-away fron Scotland, 
is of coarfe a partaker in the laft mentioned legacy ; but as a par- 
ticular mark of my attention, J will and bequeath him twenty feet 
of pine plank, which I requeft my executors to fee made into a 
pillory, to be kept for his particular ufe, till a gibbet can be pre- 

ared. | 

dtem, To Tom Paine, the author of Common Senfe, Rizhts of 
Man, Age of Reason, and a Letter to General Wafhington, I bequeath 
a ftrong hempen collar, as the only legacy I can think of that is 
worthy of him, as well as beft adapted to render his death in fome 


‘meafure as infamous as his life: and I do hereby direét and order 


my Executors to fend it to him by the firft fafe conveyance with 
‘my compliments, and requeft that he would make ufe of it with- 
out delay, that thé national razor may not be difgraced by the 
head of tuch a monfter. 

Item, ‘Vo the gaunt outlandish orator, vulgarly ealled the Poli- 
tical Sinner, who in the jult orcer of thin) gs follows next after the 
Ja(t mentioned legatee, 1 bequeath the hencus of partaking in his 
cataftrophe ; that im their deaths, as well as in their lives, all the 
world may exclaim: “ See how rogues hang together !” 

. Item, To all and fingular the good people of thefe States, I leave 
peace, union, Pi happinels, untarnifhed honour, and an 
unconquerable everlafting hatred to the French Revolutionifis and 
their deltructtive abemninable principles. 

item, To each of my Subicribers I leave a quill, hoping that in 
their hands it may become a {word again{t every thing that is hol 

ile to the. government and inde; endence of their country. 

Lafily, ‘Yo my three brothers, Paul, Simon, and Dick, 1 leave 
my whole eftate, as well real as perional (firft paying the forego- 
ing legacies) to be equally divided between them, fhare and fhare 

ike. And I do hereby make and contt: tute my faid three. bro- 

thers the Execcutors of this my LAST WiLL; to fee the fame per- 
formed, according to its true intent and meaning, as far as in their 

power lies. 
Perer PorcuPine, 


Witnefs Prefent, 


Eh lo Fun, } 
Gack Fockuse 


FL ensHALL’S 
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HENSHALL’s REPLY. 
(Continued from P. 588.) . 
To the Editor of the Anti- facobin Review and Magazine, 


SIRy 
Shall now proceed, with your permiffion, to vindicate my ver- 
fions and literal renderings, from the foul afperfions of my op 
nents. But what fcholar can juftify the fyftem of criticifm which 
my enemies have adopted ? they infer, through the whole courfe of 
their J-araed cenfures, that becaufe a word has one fignification, it 
cannot pollibly admit of another; but they fhould firft have proved 
that it cannot certainly have aeocher.<-Allow then fuch data; and 
the word /ider, which, in fcholattic literature, is tranflated a 
book, cannot be rendered a freeman by politicians, a_/on by lawyers, 
or the bark of a tree by botaniits. ‘The word 4i/, which, in one 
fenfe, conveys the idea of the weapon of an old Englith —- 
could not mean 4://, the inftrument of a woodman, 4://, a f{croll, 
writ of indiétment, 47//, a detail of particular accounts, 4://, a bird’s 
beak, or to d://, could not mean to coo or to fondle. The word 
afs, whisk primarily fignifies a beaft of burthen, could not be applied 
to ove critic as an a/s, certainly not as Lucian’s afs, for he was a 
Sportive, frifky, witty, fenfible, animal. In ihe prefent inftance, 
however, I have little neceflity to take advantage ot the equivocals. 
The writer in the Gentleman’s Magazine does not ‘¢ he/ftate to af- 
Jirm, that the Latin verfions of ari. the deeds and paliages here 
guoted convey a better fenfe than Mr. H.’s literal verfien.”’ P. 861. 
Now, if I do not difprove this to any fe ‘holar, ifthedlin, or lawvef, 
aye, evento this unblufhing lyar, for fuch is the language I will ule 
to affaffins, may I be recorded as a vain fool to all poiterity. In the 
very firit record are thefe words 
A . B, The Saxon characters are printed in Roman types. 
‘ Ther fxton AXthelftan B. Ranig Ealdorman, and Edwine 
thes Ealdormannes and Leofwine Wulfiges Sunu, and Thurchil 
Hwita and ‘Tofig Pruda com ther on thas Cinges Airende ; and thar 
wes Bruning Scir-gereva‘and Agelweard et Frome, and Leofwine xt 
Frome, and Godric zt Stoce, and ealle tha Thegnas on Hereford. 
{cire.’’ 


This is Hickes’s tranflation : 
** In quo quidem conveniu confidebant Aithel{tanus Epifcopus & 


Ranigus Comes & Edwinus Comitis & Leofwinus Wulf ‘igel filius. - ES 
etiam convenerunt ad negotia regis gerenda Thurcilus cui Albus*, & 


ao ee ne te one tenes eee ae ewe -— ew, = 





«* The original is wight—a wife man-——a read man—a counfel. 
$i for all Thanes were not Witena. ‘There is not the leaft autho. 
rity for the infertion of cognomen. See Diifertation on Ranks and 
Cuftoms.”? 
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Tofigus cui comptus, cognomen erat, cum Bryningo vice-comite, 
ZEgelweardo Fromenfi, Goodrico Stocenfi, & omnibus pagi Here- 
fordenfis liberis hominibus.’’ 


This is my homely verfion and literal rendering. 


«© There fatten Ethelftan Bifhop, and Raney Elderman, and Edwin 
this Elderman’s, and Leowfin Wulfig’s fon, and Thurchill Wight, and 
+ Tofig Proud came there on this King’s Errand, and there wes Brun- 
ing Shire-reeve and Egelward at Frome, and Leofwin at Frome, and 
Godric at Stoke, and all the Thanes in Herefordfhire.”” P. 4, 
and 5. 


Now I will, in the firft place, inform him of the fuperior advan- 
tages I derive by this precife tranflation. There were five of greater 
eminence in the court, five that /2¢ or prefided, one of whom was en- 
titled to this fituation as a wight or member of the Witenagemote, 
becaufe he held 2gualiter et pariliter, in the language of Domelday, 
a work of indifputable auchoriry on this point, fince the cujtoms in 
the reign of Cnut, are feveral times referred to in this autograph. 
The next in rank was the King’s juiticiary, Tofig, the Proud, dele- 
gated by the monarch to fee the laws adminiftered. »Here alfo were 
afflembled the fheriff and all the Thanes in Herefordthire, but thefe are 
not ftated to ft in the court, only to be prefent. Now let us examine 
Hickes’s Verfion, Thurcilus cui a!bus, Vhurkill ferwamed f'hite, and 
Tofig, the elegant, with Bruning the wi/count, and all the freemen 
are come about the King’s bufine/s. J afk any difcriminating reader, 
whether a perfon, preparing a diflertation on ranks and fervices for 
this period, mutt not diftinguifh betwixt a vifcount, a reprefentative 
of the monarch, as Tofig moft probably was, and a fheriff, who 
fummoned the Thanes to the mote, the keeper of the reeves ar 
eourt-roll of the Thanes of the county, and make a difference alfo 
betwixt freemen and 'Thanes, fince all Thanes were not freemen, /v- 
tcrebant demos Regis-ficut villan:. But this 1 only attribute to his 
want of penetration or knowledge. 


T will now sive him a Jaw of Ina, where he * follows me a little:” 
> 


LAWS OF EDWARD. 


Wilkins. Pp. 19. § 2. 


Be thone the othrum rightes wyrnth (gewwuren Germ.) 
Kac we cwexdon hwes fe wyrthe were the othrum righies wyrnde, 


— se meee ee + ee 





+ ‘ Hickes’s Verfion ‘ Tofig cui comptus cognomen erat,’’ de- 
ftroys the idea intended to be conveyed by the original, of the at- 
tendance of the King’s Jufticiary ; and how he could omit fuch a cir- 
eumitance, and fo render the paffage is aftonifhing.”’ 
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athor oththe on Bockland, oththe on Folcland,-hwonne he him 
rihte worhte beforan them Gerefan. Gif he thonne nan rihte 
nefde, ne on Boclande, ne on Folclande, that fe ware the Rihtes 
+wyrd feyldig xxx fcill with thone Cuning: At othrum Curre eac 
{wa ; et thriddan Curre, Cuninges oferhyrneffe, that is cxx Scil. 

De co qui alteri jus denegat. 

Item diximus, quod dignum effet alteri jus denegare, five in 
poffeffione propris a, five in fundo populari, quando ci jus datur coram 
Pr. efecto. Situnc nullum j jus habeat nec in poffeffione propria, neque 
in fundo populari, fit ille qui jus denegat reus xxx folidoram apud 
Regem ; altera vice eodem modo; tercia vice contumacia erga Regem, 
hoc efi, cxx folidorum, nifi fe prius excafet. 


Of them that other rights qvarneth, 


Eke we woud, whofo he worthy were, that other Rights warneth, 
either oth’ on Bookland, oth’ on Folkland, whence he him righe 
aworks before thofe Reeves. If he then none right not have, nay on 
Bookland, may on Folkland, that he were the Rights worthy 
*fnuneth (or is guilty scHutpic Germ: guilty if scytpic) 3o 
Shill with the King : At other \| Court che jo; at third Court, Kings 
overhighne/s; that is 120 forlli WES. 


In the inveftigation of all fciences, or the illuftration of any legal 
or hiftorical difficulty, much previous knowledge is neceflary to 
attain accurate information. ‘Thus, to demonitrate the forty-feventh 
propo fition of Euclid, a Tyro muit be acquainted with all the pre- 
ceding forty-fix ; to elucidate the code, or laws of our Saxon an- 
celtors, much contemporary learning, relative to the cuftoms of our 
forefathers, is effentially requilite. But the Hyper-critic, in the 
Gentleman’s Magazine, appears totally deftirute of the previous qua- 
lificatiuns to form a correct judgement, otherwife he might have dif. 
covered that this law contains the foundation of that excellent fyftem 
of jurifprudence in the Britifh government, that a man fhould be 
tried by his peers. I will now inform this profound hiftorian, en- 
lightened antiguary, conttitutional lawyer, and incomparable Latin 
fcholar, that obtains his more accurate ideas from Wilkins’s trane 
flation, what /00/i/6 notions my poor homely verfion fuggefted to my 
ignorant, prefumptuous, and trifling’? mind, im modern Englifh, 
for, perhaps, the ftupidity of fuch a being may comprehend, or not 
fo effectually mifreprefent the plain common language of the flitting 
day. 








= 


* In the various readings of the laws of this era we find fcynning 
and feyldig, in different MS. 

+ Lambard, thus, wurth, certainly more intelligible than wyrnde. 

| Courts were held every fortnight at this era. 
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Of thofe that claim extraordinary Rights or Privileges, 


Alfo we decree, that whoever claimeth to be entitled to the privilege 
of a fuperior court, either in Bookland, (as a Peer of the realm and mem- 
ber of the county court) or in Folkland, (by the common law the Coz- 
uetudo Anglie in thé hundred court) where juftice is adminiftered to 
him by the prefidents of thofe courts; if he fail in proving that 
right which he claims either in Book-land or Folk-land, he fhall for- 
feit to the king thirty fhillings ; at the next court,* the fame fum ; at 
the third court the forfeiture annexed to the contempt of the King’s 
dommand, that is, one hundred and twenty fhillings, without he makes 
previous fatisfaction. 


Under my reply to the candid, liberal, and ¢rue affirmation, that 
«¢ aux the deeds and pafflages quoted by me convey a better /en/e in the 
Latin verfions than in Mr. H.’s literal verfion,’’ I muft include an 
anfwer to the uwzmterefted individual, who accufes me of “ treating 
difrefpectfully the firft Saxon fcholar of the prefent day.’? This 
charge applies particularly to the conclufion of the Great Alfred’s 
Will. I here publicly proclaim, that names, dogmas, or affertions, 
have no authority with me and that when in shree portions of a 
fentence, favo of them convey xo ideas, or, in other words, are unin- 
telligible to a common apprehenfion or common fenfe, I always 
endeavour to recur to fources that lead to purer information, or more 
definite and comprehenfible knowledge. This Reviewer alludes to 
the Rev. O. Manning, the refpectable editor of Lye’s Dictionary, 
amd the fcholar that prepared Alfred’s Will for publication, which 
has, under the infpection of Mr. Herbert Croft, been printed contrary 
to the copy tranfmitted by Mr. Aftle to the univerfity prefs of Oxford, 
rom his manufcript original, illuftrated by the notes and tranflation 
of Lye and Manning. To prove the juftice of thefe remarks, we 
vive the original, the tranflation of thefe fr Saxon fcholars, the 
verfion of Mr. Croft, my verbatim rendering, and my /ex/e of the 
paflage. 


EXTRACTS FROM ALFRED’S WILL. 


And fec man eac on cwicum ceape ymbe minre fawle thearfe, 
{wa hit beon mege, and fwa hit eac geryfne fy, and fwa ge me 
forgyfan wyllan. 

Denique, Imploretur Deus, viventi pretio, pro anime mez falute, 
q:antum fieri poffit, uti etiam congruum eit, et prout vos mihi condos 
nare velitis. 





* Manorial Courts, at this period, were held every fortnight, as 
I fhall thew in my Differtation on ‘¢ Cuftoms as Common Law,’? 


And 
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And feek they alfo, with a living price, for my foul’s health, as 
it be may, and as it alfo fitting is ; and as ye me to forgive be dif- 
pofed. 


And feek man eke on *wick tCheap about my Soul's thrift, fo it be 
may, and fo it eke rifing he, and fo yea me forgiven (it) will, 


I will now endeavour to convey the ideas that I annexed to the 
original independent of Stholaftic jargon, But | firft afk, what enfe 
is there attached to Crof?’s ‘* as it alfo fitting is; and as ye me to 
forgive fhall be difpofed ;’’ or Manning’ s “ Uti etiam congruum eft, 
et prout vos mihi condonare velitis.’” To render it intelligible to 
readers, agreeably with my co er aA of the paffage, I fhall 
attempt a liberal interpretation o Alfred, at the conclufion of 
his will, requires, ‘that all men would eile interceffion for his 
Soul by prayers and fupplications, that it may exift in a future flate, 
that it may afcend at the general Refurreion into the Regions of the 
bleffed, and that God would pardon all his tran{greffions. Yor the 

refent I afk thofe who annex not only found and letters to words but 
ideas, which conveys the detter fenfe, ‘* Uti etiam congruum eft, et 
prout vos mihi condonare velitis ;’’ or the meaning contained in my 
homely verfion? But, Mr. Editor, with your permiffion, I will 
refute every zota of the accufations brought againft me hereafter. 


Yours, S. HENSHALL, 
London, Dec. 27, 1798. 





* Alive—Northern Diale&t—living— 
+ Cheap-men—-modern Chap-men, felling their wares at a fixed 
price. 


(To be continued.) 
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HISTORY. 


SUMMARY OF POLITICS, FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC. 


HIS month has proved fertile in events of great political ime 
portance, though the want of recent intelligence from the 
Continent renders it impotlible to afcertain, with any degree of 
precifion, the confequences that are likely to refult from them. 
The firft object of hiftorical notice, is the account which has been 
received from Conftantinople, through the medium of the Britith 
Minifter at Vienna, of the death of Buonaparre. 

On the 17th of Novembe r feven different meifengers (Tartars *) 
arrived at Conftantinople, fuccetlively, within a fhort fpace of time, 
with the intelligence that Buonararrte, having been apprized of 
the approach of a very confiderable force towards Carro, in different 
directions, from Syria, on the one fide, and from Upper Egypt on 
the other, thofe from the former commanded by Mourap Bey, 
and thofe from the latter by Isranim Bey and Guezzar Pacna, 
convened the principal inhabitants of Cairo, and apprized them of 
the neceffity of fupplying adequate means of refiftance, by having 
recourfe to the French practice of requifittons. 

This communication occafioned confiderable rumours among 
the perfons aflembled, and, after a fhort confultation among them- 
felves, a Tripolin, who was prefent, drew a piftol ‘from his pocket 
and fhot Buvonarartre dead. A great confufion immediately 
enfned, of which the inhabitants availed themfelves to put to death 
all the French officers who were in the Hall where the meeting 
was holden, as well as fuch of the French as were in the city; 
and, it is faid, that when the laft Tartar left Egypt, the maffacres 


——E ee -_—-— we eS - —— 
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* The Tartats, who are in the habit of carrying invportant 
inteNigence to the Ottoman Miniftry, are never allowed to be 
the bearers of any letters or written difpatches whatever; but 
muft limit their communications to objeéts of the exiftence of 
which they have had ocular or auricular demonftration. As foon 
as any one of them has delivered his meflage to the Minifter, he is 
committed to prifon, for the purpofe of being punifhed (and fome- 
times with de cath) if his account be falfe; and of being rewarded 
if it prove true. Now it is highly improbable that feven different 
Tartars, who fucceilively brought the account of Buowararte’s 
death, and the events which enfued, to Conflantinosle, fhould have 
wahtonly expofed themfelves to the danger we have defcribed, 


without any adequate motive. 
were 
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were fpreading faft through the country. Intelligence was alfo 
received by the fame channel, that the Pacna of Ruopes had 
etieSted a defcent on the coatt of Egypt, and taken poffeflion of 
Alexandria. 

Having before been deceived by accounts from Conftantinople, 
which came in an official form, we have been anxioufly waiting 
> the arrival of the foreign mails, to afcertain what degree of 
‘redit is due to the panier lars here detailed. ‘ihete, however, 
not having arrived, we are ftil lett in a ftate of uncertarmty, and 
can only reafon from the probable circumftances of the cate. 

‘Lhefe we have carefully revolved iu our mind, and the refult of 
the inveftigation has been favourable to the truth of the account. 
In re {pe ét of the capture of Alexandria, it was known by our Ad- 
miralty that the Pacaa of Ruopes had actually tuiled on fach 
an expedition, which is a dtrong corroborating circumftance. As 
te the fate of HUONAPARTE, eve ry confideration combines to ren- 
der it probabie. ‘The publics tion of the intercepted correfpond- 
ence, reviewed in a former part of this work, futiiciently demon- 
ftrates the danger of his fituation; and a letter, of a fubfequent 
datc, from a French officer of engineers to a member of the Coun- 
cil of Fivegklundred, ferves at once to confirm this ftatement, and 
to prove the “frequency of affatlinations in that country; as will 
be feen by the following extract. 


“ ‘Amid a variety of diftreffing circumftances, daily expofed to 
trifling checks, or rather to multiplied ailatiinations , coniiantly on 
the waich againit a people who reject the blefangs of Libe rty, obliged 
tu ulevall thofe precautions which an invafion, the means ‘of which 
had not been pre ov fly prepared, renders neceifary ; we flattered 
ourfelves with the hopes of a change for the better, when the 
difaftrous bufinefs of the It of Auguft came to overwhelin, ‘3 
annihijate, us, and to thew us, in our future fate, the unage of all 
the fnew u hich are defined to purfue us. 

** BUONAPARTE WAS THUNDER STRUCK BY THIS DISASTER. 
Brueys wifhed to leave the Coaft immediately after the Troops were 
landed ; but Buonaparte oppofed it. We cannot conceive why the 
Commander in Chief thould obftinately perfift in having our tqua- 
drou conceal itfelf in the Port of Alexandria, inftead otf returning 
to Toulon, to protect the fecond expedition. 

“* What will become of us now that we have the mortification 
of being blocked up by three Englith thips of the line, and as 
many frigates, \ which take all our advice-boats, in our fight, and 
deprive us of all news, and of all fuccours. In vain do | they at- 
tempt to deceive us with the pretext that we fhall be relieved, as 
foon as the forces which we have at Corfou, Malta, and Toulon, 
thall have joined.  CAzldren may be amufed with fuch rattles. We 
are not fimple enough to believe that Admiral Nelfon will permit 
this junction to be etfeéted. 

‘ [ repeat, that, without fuccours from France, we can, hence- 
forth, experience nothing but misfortune. We are enervated by 
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the climate ; and tormented and harrafled by the infeéts. Our army 
as_confumed by ficknefs and continual loffes. Many detachments 
of our cavalry have difappeared. We have jutt loft the Com- 
miflary JauBert and Peyres, as well as Reynarp, the furgeon. 
Such is our fituation, which I confider as the fecond volume of 
the crufades. And who knows but the Turks will alfo declare 
war againft us? I depofit my forrows in the bofom of a friend ; 
but do not alarm my mother by imparting thefe details to her.” 

From this combination of circumftances we have been led to 
believe, that the Hero of Italy has terminated his defiruétive career; 
that the vain unprincipled man, who fpread devaftation around 
him wherever he marched; who excited the tears, and extorted 
the curfes of the fatherlefs, and the widow; who obtained his 
conquefis by fraud, and eftablithed his power by violence ; who 
Javithed, with wanton profufion, the lives of his followers, and 
bafely violated his plighted faith with thofe whom the fortune of 
war had thrown into his hands, whofe viGories were. almoft uni- 
verfally, the fignals of maflacre and plunder ; and whote progrefs 
feemed to be traced by the hand of defpair ; at length, met that 
fate which he has fo long and fo richly deferved. He died, too, 
Jabouring in his vocation, feeking to detpoil of theiggproperty the 
people whom he had robbed of their freedom. sac? 

Let thofe feeling cofmopolites, the fons and daughters of 
Liberality, moderation, and candour, deplore the death of this 
*“brave man.” Bravery, when exerted in a good caufe, is a 
commendable quality ; but when employed for the extenfion of in- 
juttice, oppreflion, and ilaughter, it bears the ftamp, and acquires 
the eharacter, of vice. Caktroucne was equally brave with Buo- 
NAPARTE, and their bravery mutt be confidered, by the Moralitt, 
as equally commendable ! 

In our taft political fummary we ftated, that the King of Na- 
ples was preparing to anticipate the blow which the French Execu- 
tive Directory had long been meditating to infii@ on him, by entering 
into the territory of the new Roman Republic. ‘ihis ftep he ac- 
cordingly took on the twenty-third of November, when the French 
advanced pofts were immediately driven in, and all the French 
troops fummoned to evacuate the country. ‘Lhe commander of the 
French army, General Cuampioxner, immediately wrote to 
General Mack, and aceufed the Kine of Narwes of a violation 
of treaty, and a breach of the law of nations. The reply of the 
Auftrian General was explicit, manly, and decifive. He fitated 
the deftruction of the Papai Government, and the fubfequent etia- 
blifhment of a Republic at Rome, to be a direct infra¢tion of the 
ftinulations agreed on by the treaty of Campo Formio, which ex- 
prefily. marked the boundaries of all the Italian Powers. He 
difclaimed, on the part of his Sicilian Majefty, all intention of 
commenting hoftilities againft France, affirmed that to enforcea 
firi& obfervance of: the treaty of Campo Formio was the fole ob- 
ject of his expedition ; and promifed to forbear a)l hoftile attacks, 
provided the troops of France would quit the territory of —« i 
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‘This prefcribed condition of continued amity being rejected, 
hoftilities were renewed; but we have no farther account of the 
progrefs of the Neapolitan army, except that we learn from the 
fufpicious authority of a Paris Gazette, that an action has been 
fought at Civita Caftellana, in which the French were victorious. 
Admitting this account to be true, the Neapolitans muft be in 
poile lion of Rome. 

Meanwhile intelligence of thefe proceedings having been tranf- 
mitted to the Direétory at Paris, they immediately fent a metilage 
to the two Councils, and propofed a declaration of war not only 
againft his Sicilian Majefiy but alfo ageinft the unhappy Kine of 
Saxpinra, who, whatever his wz/hes might be, had not the power 
to offend them. And fach was the miferable fervility of the 
Councils, that they obeyed, without examination, the tyrannical 
mandate of their pentarchs. 

One Member of the Council of Five Hundred, Biconnet, with 
more candour than ditcretion, denounced the- vengeance of the 
Great Nation againft all the Ki ngs of Europe. But Acs teftimony 
Was not wanting to convince the ‘world that the regicidal uiurpers 
of France had long fince planned the fubverfion not only of all 
thrones, but of all exifting governments. ‘This plan they will 
now carry iffte execution, or pe ‘ith in the attempt. 

The maiiifefto which the French Directory have fince iffued 
againit the Kincs of Naries and Saxpinia is one of the moft 
curious papers to be found in the annals of republican diplomac) y. 
‘They there aflume the high tone of diétators to the univerfe; talk 
of overthrowing “ impious governments,” as an ordinary event, 
ftile every infu rrection againit the lawful Prince, a noble effort tu 
emerge from flavery; while every attempt of the people to throw 
off their deteftable yoke is termed an infurre@tion of fanatics who 
reject, like the Egyptians, the bletlings of French liberty. The 
Kine of Napves is branded with zmpudence and perjury ; repro- 
bated for the joy which his people evinced at the victory of the 
Nile; and re viled tor daring to let the laws of his country take 
their ufual courfe, by committing to prifon the fatious wretches 
who confpired againft his throne and his life. 

The unhappy Kine of Sarpinia, who, from the circumftance 
of the French having been long in potietiion of ail the fortified 
towns in his dominions, and even of the citadel which command: 
his capital, could not poffibly undertake any act of hoftility againti 
them, is accufed of the enormous crime, (a crime, in the eyes of 
thefe defpotic and fanguinary Pentarchs, never to be forgiven,) of 
“ not having yet publifhed in all his ftates, the treaty which they 
(the Directory) intended to conclude with the Court of Turin, 


‘aud which ought to have been confidered as a fgnal favour!” 


Another offence of primary criminality alledged againft this 
perfecuted Prince is “the having dared to require the evacuation 
@ the Citadel of Turin, and the diminution of the French army 
ia Piedmont!” And to complete the atrocity of his conduct, he 
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has the prefumption to refufe to abrogate fome ancient laws of his 
realm, and even to futfer fome Frew h Repubiacans to be punifhed 
who bad violated them in a moft outrageous manner. The Duke 
D‘Aosta, Brother to the King and heir to his crown, is called 
** A monfter.”—** Another old man of the mountain,” who con- 
ftantly “ keeps in his pay a band of cut-throuts.” But the tatk 
would be endlefs to enumerate all the pailages of this defeription, 
which are to be found in the manifefto of Cititen Barras, Raw- 
‘Bes, Merern, and La Reveitcterr Lrraux.—-Let every Minif- 
ter, every Crowned-head in E urope, read with attention this iim- 
portant ttate-paper, and then point out, if they can, any differ- 
‘ence between the principles of the prefent Cabinet of the Lux- 
‘embourg, and the tencts openly promulgated by the Executive 
Council and the Briflotins in 1702, and by Rosesrirrre and 
the Jacobins, at a fubfequent period. A complete and perfect 
fyftem of Jacobinifm pervades the whole; and demontfirates, to 
the conviction of every refle¢ting mind, the confiant uniformity of 
principle which has invariably atiuated the conduct of the Regi- 
cides. Such principle conftitutes the very etfence of the Revolu- 
tion; and its tota) eradication can alone refeue Europe from the 
danger to which fhe nuit ever be expoted, fo long as the pretent 
order of things in France fla]! be fuitered to fubtittw® 

Of the progrefs of hottilities in the Roman teffifory and in 
Piedmont, we know nothing but what we can collec through the 
_polluted channel of a Paris Gazette. By this we learn that the 
Aicapdliniil have been defeated at Civita Caftellana; and that 
the King of Sarpinia, and his family, have efcaped to the ifle 
whence that monarch derives his title. If thefe accounts be cor- 
rest, Rome muft be in petletiion of the King of Naprzes, and his 
Sardinian Majefty is, at leaft, ina place of fatety; an event, which, 
in the pretent fituation of his affairs, muft be deemed a fabje ct of 
congratulation by all his friends. 

Meanwhile, the infurrection in Brabant rages with encreafed vio- 
lence; and a firong difpofition to the adoption of fimilar meatures, 
has been evinced by the oppretied inhabitants of Holland. But 
what beneficial effect this powerful diverfion may create it is im- 

‘potlible to conje¢ture, ignorant as we are, at prelent, of the 
motions of the Great German Powers.—'1 heir conduct muft decide 
the fate of the war, and, probably, the deftiny of Europe. 

‘The peace which has been concluded between France and the 
Empire; is a matter of. little importance; particularly as the 
Emrrros has had the precaution to garrifon all the prince cipal 
towns in Favaria with Antirian troops; a precaution, which muft 
either have been influenced by his defigns upon that country, as 
we formerly intimated, or by the approaching peace with the 
Princes of the Empire, at which he has, perhaps, connived.— 
‘Lhe line of attack on the one fide, and of ‘defence on the other, 
will thus be materially contracted, and italy be rendered the prim 
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cipal theatre of war. It is vain to hazard conjeCures on a point 
on which we fhall very foon receive that information which will 
enable us to {peak with certainty. 

In our domettic affairs, nothing worthy of animadverfion or 
comment has occurred during the prefent month, The bill for 
impofing a tax upon income has not yet pafled into a law; and 
the important queftion of an Union with Ireland has not yet 
become the fubject of Parliamentary difcuflion.—Thefe topics 
therefore, muit be referved for future notice. 





TO OUR READERS. 


Our readers muft have perceived, from our anfwers to various 
Correfpondents, that the fatyrical prints which have hitherto ac- 
companied our publication, ‘have been confidered in a different 
point of view by different perfons.—Some regarding them as ex- 
quifite embellifhments, and others confidering them as derog: atory 
from the dignity of the Work. Anxious as we are, and, indeed, 
as it is our duty to be, to give fatisfaction to every defcription of 
readers, when it can be done confiltently with.our principles, we 
have not yet been able to come to a final decifion on this point. It 
never, however, was our inteution to give a fatyrical print with 
every Number; and we have, accordingly, omitted it, in the pre- 
fent Number, fubftituting, in its fiead, an additional quantity of 
matter. In future, whenever a print is given, the Number will 
contain feven fheets of letter-prefs, or 112 pages; and when there 
is no print, never lefs than eight fheets, or 128 pages; and, gene- 

—_ eight fheets and a half, or 136 pages. The Monthly 
Reo « Which fells at the fame price, contains regularly 120 
pages ! 

N.&. This Month's Lift of new Publications will be given in the 
Appendix to the Firit Volume, which will appear on the Firft of 
Pebraary. 
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TO CORRESPONDENTS. 





We have read the long letter which accompanied two volumes of 
Sermons, not merely without impatience, but with pleafure. As 
men, the effufions of friend pbip are dear to us; as eritics, the accents 
of truth are facred, ‘The Sermons fhall meet with early and impartial 
notice. 


The paper alluded to by Lawrexce Lofoknave, i in his laft note, was 
duly received. 


We return our beft thanks to L. L. V. and earneftly exhort him to 

rfevere in thofe manly efforts, which, could they but fecure general 
imitation, would fpeedily render the caufe of truth triumphant. 
The following extract from this correfpondent’s letter cannot fail to 

ratify our readers :—‘* I belong to a Book-Club, from which I have 
Fad fufficient intereft to exclude the Month/y Revie and the Nea 
Annual Regifter in favour of your moft ufeful and aed publica- 
tion.” 


We have fince received another letter from the fame correfpondent, 
which we take this opportunity of acknowledging. 


An Ezglifoman anda Friend to his Country is received. As is 
alfo the continuation of the Potiricarn Fantoccinl. 
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REMARKS ON THE PRESENT STATE;OF THE PRESS 
IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 





A\mipst the numerous evils which the French 
Revolution has engendered, one of the moft deplora- 
ble is, its tendency to annihilate all human know- 
ledge, the exercife of reafon, and the freedom of 
opinion. In this refpect, as in fo many others, this 
modern fcourge of nations extends its deftrudlive in- 
fluence much wider than the barbarians of ancient 
times. hey only checked the progrefs of the human 
mind, they did not poifon it, by the infufion of mad 
theories; #hey did not pervert all the principles 
which it had imbibed; sey did not overturn all the 
truths it had acknowledged ; sey did not force men, 
{word in hand, to abjure their religious and political 
creeds, to renounce the culture of their underftand- 
ing, and to adopt the doétrines of their perfecutors. 

This decline of Literature and Rational Philofophy 
becomes more and more vifible every year; the pofi- 
tive fciences, indeed, ftill refift the revolutionary 
ftorm, but it 1s not difficult to forefee that they will 
not long be able to efcape the general wreck. ‘They 
can only flourifh and fucceed, under the protection of 
ftable governments, and public tranquillity, and by 
the confideration which their labours enjoy. 

A brief view of the prefent ftate of the Prefs on 
the continent of Europe will fuffice to demonftrate 
the juftice of our remarks, and the truth of our alle- 
gations. 

To begin with France; there, the flighteft animad- 
verfion on the evils, the maxims, the furious paffions, 

#3C or 











726 Remarks on Foreign Preffés. 


or the ferocious prejudices of the revolution, in 4 
Hiftory, Poem, Drama, Differtation, Didactic Effay, 
Treatife on Education, or work of Criticifm, would 
be punifhed by the profcription of the author and 
the fuppreffion of his book. 

To be convinced of this, we need but caft our eyes 
om the only literary productions of the Parifian prefs, 
during the year 1798, that are entitled to any diftinc- 
tion. Thefe are chiefly the works of writers no longer 
in exiftence ; pofthumous publications of Madame 
Neckar, the Prefident Montefquieu, and the Abbé Bar- 
thelemi. _ The authors being, fortunately, out of the 
reach of republican tyranny, the editors, by digging 
up their afhes, have been allowed to fhare in their in- 
violability, and, thus, to efcape that dreadful refpon- 
fibility which the Directory attaches to all living 
writers. 

Some branches of f{cience are ftill preferved ; par- 
ticularly chemiftry, and the mechanic arts; thefe are 
indebted for their prefervation to the neceffity for 
new means of carnage, deftruction, and empiricifm, 
which led the fupreme powers, and even WJRobe- 
fpierre himfelf, who proteéted no one, to protect 
them. 

That clafs of Literati were, moreover, entitled to 
fuch a mark of diftinction by their extreme fervility, 
and their revolutionary enthufiafm. Whatever tyrants 
or tyranny oppreffed the people of France, they were 
alike the objects of ¢heir adoration; to them they 
proftituted their talents;- to them their labours were 
devoted; they have invariably confpired with every 
powerful villain that the republic has produced. The 
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mind fhrinks back with horror on feeing the Aca- 
demy of Sciences at Paris, now merged in ¢he na- 
tional inftitute, reckon among its members, a Meunier, 
a Fourcroy, a Monge, and a Guyton-Morveau ; that is 
to fay, men who have taken a leading part in all the 
cruelties and cnormities of the revoluticn. 

The few diftinguifhed writers and literati of the 
firft clafs, ftill living, fuch as Marmontel, Morellet, 
De Lille, La Harpe, Gaillard, Suard, &c. are either 
profcribed or condemned: to filence. One of thefe 
Saint Lambert, like them, formerly a member of the 
French Academy, having prefumed to publifh a work 
upon morality, the fruit of fifty years’ meditation, its 
fale was ftopped by the Directory, and the author was 
reduced to the neceffity of fending the whole impref- 
fion to Hamburgh.* 

If we turn our eyes from France to the countries’ 
which fhe has republicanized, revolutiomzed, pillaged, 
and organized, we defcry the fame decline, the fame 
fubjugation of the human mind. 

Switzerland, where the culture of the fciences and 
of literature might be faid to be national, is, like 
France, reduced to the fterility of the barbarous ages, 
and from the fame caufes. During the whole of the 
laft year not a fingle production worthy of notice 
has iffued from the Preffes of that country, which 
ufed to afford a regular fupply of literature every year. 
All the learned and refpectable writers deplore their 





* This circumftance came to our knowledge, after the review of 
Saint Lambert’s work, which will be found in our fubfequent pages, 
had been committed to the prefs. 
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fate in filence, and the revolutionary Literati have 
forfaken the {ciences to fhare in the toils and the in- 
famy of the new Adminiftrations. Two authors alone 
have ventured to raife their voices—the celebrated 
preacher, Lavater, (who was inftantaneoufly perfe- 
cuted-and filenced,) and Mr. Haller, of Berne, grand. 
fon to the great anatomift of that name. This laft 
conducted a journal, in which he had the courage 
Joudly to deplore the misfortunes of his country ;— 
his journal was accordingly fuppreffed, by authority, 
and, a warrant having been iflued to apprehend the 
author, he only efcaped imprifonment and punitfh- 
ment, by fubmitting to a voluntary exile in Germany. 

Italy, def{poiled of her libraries, her collections, 
her academic inftitutions, the capitals and {falaries 
which fupported her feminaries of education, and the 
funds which afforded encouragement to the learned, 
is abfolutely dead to the literary world. Nothing now 
appears in that defolated country but revolutionary 
newfpapers; pamphlets againft religion, panegyrics on 
crimes, debauchery, and impiety. 

If Germany be not yet perverted, in the fame de- 
gree, fhe is not indebted for this partial.exemption to 
the conduct of her Sovereigns, nor to the integrity of 
the majority of her, Literati. But her progrefs to- 
wards barbatifm, and profligacy of opinion, is pro- 
portioned to the impunity which they are fuffered to 
enjoy. | 

Ninety-nine in every hundred of literary men in 
Germany, or of men who affume that appellation, 
either are, or have been, profeffors in the different 
Univerfities. Eleétrified, at firft, by French princi- 
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ples, afterwards tempted by the fuccefs which many 
writers had obtained, either in the revolution, or by 
means of it, they efpoufed all its extravagant doc- 
trines, and propagate them, with the zeal of converts, 
and the fury of bigots. ‘The heads of many of them 
are abfolutely turned, and the hearts of others are cor- 
rupted. Jn fome of the Univerfities not a fingle profef- 
for is to be found who dares admit the exiftence of a 
God. There are only two at Gottingen, one of whom 
is the clebrated Purrer, that do not publicly profefs 
atheifm. ScHLoerzer printed in that Univerfity AN 
Arvotocy For THE Murper or CHARLES THE 
First. And yet this man is a fubje@ of the Kine 
or Great Britain (as. Elector of Hanover) and 
actually receives a penfion from him!!! 

One of thefe pefts of the literary world, named 
Possret, formerly a profeffor, but now a municipal 
judge in the Duchy of Wirtemberg, publifhed, under 
the title of Annals of Europe, a periodical panegyric 
on all the principles, all the acts, and all the crimes of 
the French Republic. Whoever labours to open the 
eyes of the people to the deftructive dogmas and fcan- 
dalous injuftice of the revolution, is bafely calumniated 
by this democratic pedant, who direéts all the venom 

f his rage againft every man that dares to be honeft 
aiidift the too-general profligacy of the times. He 
has {pared no pains to juftify the conduct of the Di- 
rectory in Switzerland ; and he exerts himfelf, with 
equal induftry, to promote, in Suabia, and the reft of 
Germany, an admiration of the newly-created repub- 
lics, and to inculcate a general {pirit of republicant{m. 
Befides his mals, he prints a newfpaper, which con- 

tains 
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tains a report of all the inflammatory and blafphe- 
mous harangues which are delivered in the tribunes, 
at Paris, Milan, Rome, and Lucerne, with a fuitable 
commentary, calculated to excite a defire of imitation. 
The Court of Vienna complained of the licentiouf- 
nefs of Poffélt, and demanded the fuppreffion of his 
publications, but in vain. The government of Wir- 
temberg, intimidated by his partizans, ftill fuffers his 
poifon to circulate, and even gives to its propagation 
the fanction of its authority !—If the effects of this 
bafe pufillanimity, this fcandalous encouragement of 
the worft fpecies of profligacy, which carries its own 
punifhment along with it, were to be confined to the 
individuals who difplay it, they might be viewed, not 
indeed with pity, but certainly with contempt—but, 
unhappily, its influence on fociety is fo extenfive, as 
neceflarily to excite fentiments of a far different na- 
ture. The fall of ftates, from refiftlefs violence, or 
inevitable calamity, muft be regarded with commife- 
ration. A monarch, deprived of his life by the hand 
of an affaffin, or hurled from his throne by lawlefs re- 
bellion, commands our tendereft fympathy, and in- 
terefts our beft feelings in his behalf. But the Prince 
that perifhes by an act of political fuicide, and in- 
volves his people in one common deftruction with 
himfelf, is an object of prefent deteftation, and mutt 
be held up, by the hiftoric mufe, to the execration of 
future ages. 

The EleGor of Saxony has lately been obliged to 
fupprefs a periodical publication, written by pro- 
feffor Jena, entitled the Pbilofophical Journal, in 
which atheifm was openly recommended. 

There 
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There are a great number of /manacks printed in 
Germany, which are ufed as inftruments for the propa- 
gation of revolutionary maxims, among all defcrip- 
tions of people. The moft celebrated authors do 
not {cruple to write for them.—Democracy and irre- 
ligion even erect their banners in the public theatres. 
—Korzesve, who was reprimanded, and, for a fhort 
time, in difgrace at Vienna, has lately been reftored 
to the office of Dramatic Poet to the Court. We 
thould not have been furprized to hear that he had 
been indebted for his reftoration tothe friendly inter- 
pofition of the French Directory. 

Thefe abfurd pedants efcape ridicule and expofure, 
not, as in France, by the atrocioufnefs of the govern- 
ment, but merely by dint of their numbers, and by 
the fear which they excite in the bofoms of their 
adverfaries; of men who may be intimidated, though 
they cannot be corrupted. All thefe poifoners of 
the public mind, from the fource of the Danube to 
Jutland, agree in enforcing the neceflity of peace. 
They hope, and not without reafon, that, with the 
affiftance of their French models and protectors, 
peace will enable them to atchieve, with expedition, 
and without much perfonal mfk, a revolution that 
will be productive of much perfonal profit. 

They employ every means, to calumniate, perfe- 
cute, and deftroy the defenders of religious principles, 
of focial order, and of regular governments. And 
this confpiracy is fupported by the governments them- 
felves, which, more afraid of giving difpleafure to 
the Directory, than anxious to preferve the morals 


of their people, and to encourage found principles, 
tolerate 
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tolerate the free circulation of feditious new{papers, 
and every other fpecies of inflammatory publications, 
provided they give no offence to the French Repub- 
lic; while they prohibit every work that attacks the 
conduct, the defigns, the plots, and the maxims of 
the Gallic Regicides. 

The Court of Vienna has, very lately, caufed it 
to be notified to the Conductor of the Franck/fort Jour- 
nal, who had been long reduced to the neceflity of 
extreme circumfpection, that he muft not infert, in 
his paper, any fact, or any reflection, which could 
difoblige the French Republic. With the exception 
of the Pruffian dominions, and of a part of the here- 
ditary ftates of the Emperor, all revolutionary libels 
are printed, and fold in Germany, without any 
oppoiition. 

Some few writers of integrity and merit, fuch as 
Profeflor ZimMERMAN, of Brunfwick; Mr. Rer- 
cHARD, Librarian to the Duke of Saxe-Gorua, 
Author of the Suabian Mercury, and fome others, 
ftrugele in vain againft this inundation of literary 
poifon; which will ultimately deluge all Germany, 
unlefs a renewal of the war, a ftrict police, and an 
exemplary punifhment of the guilty, impofe a {peedy 
check upon that abominable licentioufnefs, which 
the governments themfelves have hitherto contributed 
to propagate. 
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Art. I. L’Emigré, &c. i. e. The Emigrant, by M. de 
Meilhan, formerly Intendant of the Pays d’Aunis, Pro- 
vence, Avignon, and Hainaut, and Intendant General of 
War and of an rare of the King of France, &c. 
12mo. 4vol. Pp. 1087. Price 12s. Fauche, Brunf- 
wick. CaO f by De Boffe, London. 


ty French Revolution has given birth to a variety of 

hoenomena ; one of the moft extraordinary of which is 
Birk that of having impregnated with its f{pirit many of 
thofe who have been its vidtims. The caufe of this phoeno- 
mena is eafily defcried in the progrefs which the new philo- 
fophy, or rather philofophifm, had made, within the laft fifty 
_ years, among the upper claffes of fociety in France. From 
that peftiferous fource had flown immorality, irreligion, and 
the annihilation of all principle. ‘The poifon thus imbibed, 
amalgamating with that mental frivolity, and that infatiate 
thirft of pleafure, which conftitute the prominent feature in 
the national character, had diverted edftication from its natural 
courfe, engendered a fpirit of felfifhnefS, and produced a cor- 
ruption of morals, both public and private. 

Thefe vices had taken too deep a root in thofe orders to 
which the greater part of the emigrants belong, to be totally 
eradicated from every bofom, by confifcation, profcription, 
and exile. Whether from corruption of heart or perverfenefs 
of underftanding, the vices in queftion have facilitated the 
adoption, by feveral of the emigrants, of revolutionary max- 
ims, which, ftrange as it may appear, are perfectly compati- 
ble with an utter deteftation of the Revolution itfelf. 

This apparent contradiction will be eafily explained by 2 
divifion of the revolutionifts into three claffes:—The firft, 
mere philofophers, only afpired to atchieve a religious revo- 
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lution, by the deftru€tion of Chriftianity ; the fecond, mere 
politicians, confined their wifhes to the change of all the con- 
ftitutions of the different {tates of Europe, by reducing all 
governments to the level of democracy ; the third, both phil 9 
fophers and politicians, had combined the elementary principl s 
of the two preceding fyftems, for the purpofe of deftroying a 

once the throne and the altar. ‘Thefe were perhaps the moft 
confiftent of all the revolutionifts. 

M. de Meilhan mutt be clafled among the firft of the three 
fects, whether we confider his focial habits before the Revolu- 
tion, or the maxims which are fcattered over the works which 
he has compofed fince he emigrated, and particularly thofe 
which appear in the novel which is the fubject of our pre- 
fent examination. The fecond fect, by robbing him of his 
fortune, his profeffion, and his profpeas i in life, has injured 
him too deeply not to incur his avowed enmity. Thus, not- 
with{tanding the clofe conneétion that fubfifts between the 
two feds, he only adopts the philofophical principles of the 
firft. He mutt be confidered, therefore, as half a revolution;f, 
who only wifhed to favour the Revolution fo far as it flattered 
his favourite pailions ; but, by thus placing himfelf between 
the principle and-its confequences, he has taken a poft too 
untenable to refift the flighteft attacks. 

We fhall not direct our attention fo much to the literary 
merit of the book before us, as to its moral, religious, and 
political tendency. “The Marquis de St. Alban, the hero of 
the novel, having been feverely wounded in a fkirmifh, is 
generoully received into a German family, of high rank and 
re{pectability, and treated with all poffible attention ; in return 
for which he feduces the miltrefs of the houfe, rejeats all the 
means that are propofed to him for preventing the difgrace 
and mifery attached to the difcovery of fuch a tranfaction, w vhich 
is about to take place, when the fudden death of the hufband 
occurs, apropos, to terminate the whole intrigue by a lawful 
union of the parties. 

Among the other charaCers are the Count de St. Alban, 
father to the Marquis, an Epicurean of eighty, who bequeaths 
to his worthy fon a sade of maxims, in which materialifm 
and atheifm are. reduced toa fy{tem ; and the Prefident de Lon- 
gucil,a grave magiftrate, who, in the true {pirit of modern phi- 
lofophy, holds all eltablifhed inftitutions in contempt. The 
doctrine which the work inculcates is perfectly confiitent with 
fuch characters as thefe. 

One of its fundamental maxims is this: * That all religions 
are founded upen the danger of enlightening mankind,*” be- 
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ginning with revealed religion, Not that the author places 
any great value upon the f{cience ; for ‘‘ it never will teach us 
the origin of the world, nor the firft principle of beings, noryet 
their deftination ; fo that, after having read every thing that has 
been written on-divinity, on the foul, and on the nature of 
man, we are always reduced to fay with Socrates: ‘* All I 
know is, that I know nothing !*” It is thus that ignorance, 
which had at firft ferved as a motive for placing religion on 
the lift of fables, is afterwards ufed for the introduétion of an 
univerfal Pyrrhonifm, for placing the Creator among the crea- 
tures of imagination. 

As Atheifm and Mahometifm are intimately connected, 
old St. Alban fees in death nothing more than a ceffation of 
exiftence, + which is fynonimous with the infcriptions graven 
on the gates of the burial-places, in virtue of a decree of Ro- 
bef{pierre’s convention: Death is an eternal fleep.—The diftance 
from this fpeculative dorine to practical Epicureifm, is the 
fame as that from principle to confequence ; it cannot there- 
fore excite aftonifhment to hear this old man, who has fele&ed, 
from the characters of antiquity, Petronius as his model, t 
teach his fon that “‘ the pleafures of the fenfes conftitute the 
fupreme good ; that it is proper to create intellectual plea- 
fures, but merely as interludes to the pleafures of the fenfes, 
which are the on/y real pleafures ;§’—*‘ that as we grow old, 
we fhould confine ourfelves exclufively to fenfualenjoyments. |}’’ 
With fuch a fyftem of morality as this, it would be folly to 
expect from love that interchange of tender fentiments which 
{pring from the {weet fympathy of congenial hearts, formed to 
be united by lawful ties, and by thofe virtuous affections which 
are calculated to ennoble the pleafures of a married life. —The 
Count de St Alban, fpeaking from long experience, tells his 
fon, ‘* that all moral fentiments in love are factitious and dan- 
gerous, and that there is nothing good in that paflion but mere 
Jenfual gratification.g” 

Friendfhip is not more precious than love, in the eyes of 
M. de Meilhan. ‘* We mutt believe in it for no other pur- 
pofe than to create pleafing illufions ; and we muft never truft 
to it fo far asto be furprized when we find.that we have been 
only embracing a cloud. ‘The greateft pleafure in friendthip 
is to talk of one’s felf, **’’ Here, as in every part of the work, 
we perceive thofe wretched calculations of perfonal intereft 





* Tom. IV. p. 61.—Tom, III. Pp. 30. + Tom. IV. Pp. 57. 
+ Ibid, P. 47> § Ibid, P, 62. | Ibid. Pe 68. ¢ Ibid. P. 66. 
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which wither the mind, eradicate every virtue from the heart, 
and reduce morality to that fyftem of felfifhnefs which deftroys 
all intereft in the public good. Thus, by drawing a circle 
round each individual, philofophy feparates him from fociety, 
and limits all his feelings to fenfual pleafure and pain. If the 
Jatter predominate, his only refource is /uicide, by which he 
ceafes to be ; in other words, he is annihilated. 

The old Count de St. Alban, threatened with the fevereft 
effe&ts of revolutionary barbarity, had refolved to terminate 
his exiftence by poifon, if a confumption had not as effectually, 
though not fo fpeedily, relieved him from all his embarraf{- 
ments. * But the lefions of the father were not loft on the 
fon, who, being condemned to death by a revolutionary tri- 
bunal, found the means of efcaping punifhment by committing 
fuicide, after having, the evening before his death, laid the 
plan of a childifh confpiracy againft the Republic.t Such 
is the example which M. de Meilhan propofes to the illuftri- 
ous victims of the Revolution, in preference to the noble and 
affeting refignation of the moft virtuous of kings! 

The Prefident de Longueil, who aé&ts as monitor to our 
hero, confiders the public law of Europe as a Gothic edifice, 
mouldering into ruins ;—the balance of power as fixed by 
various treaties, as a fuperannuated inftitution, which is about 
to give way to a new fyftem of popular alliances; and the 
fubfifting jurifprudence, as a whimfical organization, which 
muft immediately vanifh before, the wife and uniform regu- 
lations to which all ftates will be equally fubjefted. Thefe 
wonderful changes, worthy of the golden age, will be “* the 
confequence of the French Revolution, unparalleled in hiftory, 
which has given a violent impulfe to the minds of men, and 
has made them tread, in every poffible dire€tion, the paths of 

olitical economy and legiflation ;” we fhall be indebted for 
thefe mighty bleflings to the French, who, ‘* charmed with 
their independence, have carried the light of knowledge into 
the moft obfcure retreats, have opened new roads, and have 
broken down the barriers which prejudice had ereéted. +” 
This mode of apologizing for the Revolution by its eventual 
confequences is founded on the immoral principle, that the end 
always juftifies the means. Such is the common language of 
revolutionifts, who imagine that, by this expedient, they can 
obtain forgivenefs for the horrors of the Revolution, which 





* Tom, IV, r, 57. et fequent, t Ibid, r, 208, { Tom, III, p. rz, 
et fequent, 


they 








Pes ween tn 











CR nS GNIS D Shh. 








The Emigrant. A Novel. 745 


they cannot attempt to difguife. Having adopted this plan, 
we are not furprizedat hearing the Prefident pay homage ‘* to 
the infamous tyrant of France, (Robefpierre) who was the 
firft that propofed to the Conftituent Affembly the abolition of 
all capital punifhments, and who taught the world that no 
power has a right to deprive a man of that which it has not 
given him,*” 

Whatever might be the author’s intentions, he certainly muft 
have been prodigioufly infeéted with a paradoxical fpirit, and 
{trangely tormented with the philofophic mania, to conceive, 
and dare to publifh, fuch confolatory confequences, in the 
midft of the moft atrocious enormities; for the work is fup- 
pofed to have been written in the reign of Robefpierre. 

We thal] not follow the Prefident throughall his philofophical 
criticifms on the hiftory and literature of France ; but content 
ourfelves, in order to give our readers an idea of the taite 
which he difplays, with obferving, that the only work which 
he deems worthy of prefervation, among the voluminous 
writings of Voltaire, is The Maid of Orleans; that Montef- 
quieu’s claim to be ranked among the firft writers of his age, 
is neither founded on his Spirit of Laws, nor on his Caufes of 
the Greatnefs and Decline of the Romans, but.on his Perfian 
Letters ; that he wifhes all hiftorical works to be burned, and 
to have them replaced by novels; fuch, for inftance, as Manon 
L’ Efcaut, the only one of the Abbé Prevot’s numerous pro- 
ductions that merits diftinétion. 

After this inveftigation, it will eafily be perceived that the 
only works of hiftory and literature that are valued by the 
author are fuch as have a tendency to deftroy morality and 
religion, and, confequently, fuch as breathe that fpecies of 
philofophical fpirit which, as we fhall prove, gave birth to 
the French Revolution. 

On the caufes of that Revolution, M. de Meilhan has 
formed a fy{tem of his own, conne&ed with that fyftem of 
philofophy which he profefles ; <¢ In vain,” fays he, ** fhould 
we look for the germs of the Revolution in times anterior to 
its explofion: it was not brought about by an aflemblage of 
materials which had been long prepared ; the philofophy that: 
is to be found in modern publications was not the principle 
of the Revolution; only, when the Revolution was once be- 
gun, its advocates fearched the works of the Philofophers 
for maxims and principles favourable to the fyftem, which 
the circumftances of the times gave the hope of eftablith- 
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ing.”’ And the author confiders the Revolution as a mere 
accidental occurrence, imputable to the characters of the 
members of the ancient government, and to the weaknefs of 
the means that were oppofed to it.* 

It is evidently the object of this paradox, to acquit philo- 
fophy of the crime of having produced the Revolution, by 
mifreprefenting the true caufes of the moft dreadful reli- 
gious, moral, and political convulfions, that ever appeared 
upon earth. In order to difpel the illufion to which the 
fophifms of the author might poffibly give birth, we hall 
are 1ft. That philofophy contains all the serms of the 

evolution, and laid all the foundations of it; 2d. That 
it was forefeen by the philofophers as the refult of their 
doétrine ; 3d. That they invoked it by their prayers, pro- 
voked it by their declamations, and, when once begun, di- 
rected and accelerated its movements by their efforts. 

Before we enter upon this difcuflion, it is neceflary to pre- 
mife, that our obje& is to point out the real and efficacious 
germs, principle, and caufes of the Revolution, and not the 
eccafional caufes by which i¢ was immediately preceded. In 
confidering thefe laft, the incapacity of the minifters of 
Louis XVIth, and even the perfidy of fome of them, would 
neceflarily be exhibited as having a powerful influence ; but 
ftill it would be eafy to prove, that philofophy was the lever 
which enabled them to put their deftructive machine in mo- 
tion; that it was by the pompous difplay of an infidious 
philanthropy, that the moft guilty, the moft philofophical 
of them all, fucceeded in blinding the Monarch to the dan- 
gers that Cremation him, in order to make him concur in 
the fubverfion of his own throne. 

M. Neckar, to whom M. de Meilhan principally afcribes 
‘the Revolution, would never have been made minifter, if he 
had not been affifted by the intrigues of the philofophical 
clubs at Paris ; and if philofophy had not broken down thole 
facred barriers which oppofed his elevation. The aflembly 
of Notables would never have met, or, at leaft, would have 
produced all the good that was expected from it, if this 
political empiric had not determined to render it an initru- 
mentiof the Revolution, and had not exerted every poflible 





* «¢ The Emigrant,’”’ Tom. II. p. 288, et fequent ; and fee ano- 
ther work by the fame author, entitled “Du Gouvernement, De “s 
Meeurs, et des Conditions en France, avant la Revolution, avec le 
carattére “des “principaux perfonnages du Regne de Louis XVI. = 
Chap. xv. 
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manceuvre to divert its labours from their proper channel. 
Laftly, the goodnefs of Louis X VIth, directed by minifters, 
anxious to promote the glory and happinefs of the nation, 
would not have fallen into the {nares that were laid for it by 
Neckar, who was himfelf led aftray by his ftupid enmity, 
by his dangerous paflions for new fy{ftems, and by the idea 
which he had adopted, that he could lead a national affembl 

compofed of the moft fatal elements whimfically combined, 

with the fame facility with which he had conducted the affairs 
of a banking-houfe. 

Thus thefe three pretended caufes of the Revolution* were 
themfelves the offsprings of philofophy.. They immedi- 
ately produced the explofion, but they did not form the 
principle, of the Revolution ; and, if that principle, which 
is the real produce of philofophy, had not previoufly taken 
deep root in the public opinion, by corrupting it, either 
thefe pretended caufes would not have exifted, or, had they 
exifted, they would not have produced the Revolution. 

The whole fyitem of the French Revolution is built upon 
thefe three myfterious expreflions—Sovereignty of the People, 
Equality of Rights, Liberty. In order to give the fovereignty 
to the people, the revolutionifts eftablifhed the equality of 
rights; and in order to give them that equality they efta- 
blithed their fovereignty. By this ftrange mode of reafoning, 
which involves what logicians call petitio principit, they flat- 
tered the paflions, and infulted the underftanding, which was 
a certain means of gaining the multitude. 

We fhall not here difeufs the validity of the principle 
of the Sovereignty of the people;—Rouffeau himfelf, 
its grand apoftle, pronounced its condemnation, when he 
faid, that a government founded on the Sovereignty of the 
People, is only fit for gods and not for men.t It is fufficient 
for our purpofe to prove, that this fundamental principle of 
the Revolution, only became fuch in confequence of its hav- 
ing before been one of the folemn dogmas of philofophy ; and 
becaufe the philofophers had proclaimed it, before the revo- 
lutionifts reduced it to practice. 

The philofopher of Geneva maintains, that the right of 
fovereignty in the people is unalienable ;{ thence he infers, 
that the act by which the people fubmit themfelves to their 
chiefs, is nothing more than a commiffion, which they can 
limit, modify, and annul at their pleafure ;§ and that when 








* « Du Gouvernement, des Mocurs, &c. ubi fupra. + Contrat 
Social, Liy. iii, chap. iv. { Ibid. Liv. ii. Chap,i.  § Liv. ii. 
Chap. 1. 
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they eftablifh an hereditary government, it is not an engage- 
ment which they contraét, but a provifiznal form which they 
give to the adminiftration, until it fhall pleafe them to adopt 
ome other. * 

This author puts various reftri€tions on the practical con- 
fequences of this principle ; but our obfervations apply to 
the principle itfelf, and thefe reftrictions only ferve to de- 
monttrate the danger of it; befides, his difciples, lefs re- 
ferved than their matter, have not, like him, been alarmed 
at fuch confequences. “They have told us, ‘* that if we muit 
abfolutely have a king, he ought to be nothing more than the 
firft clerk of the nation+—that the beit of princes who fhould 
promote the welfare of his country againft the general will 
of its inhabitants, would be criminal, merely becaufe he 
would have exceeded the limits of his right, and becaufe the 
people fhould never fuffer their pretended mafters to do good 

ain{t the general will.” 

This doctrine not only contains the germ of the funda 
mental dogma of the Revolution, but formally eftablifhes i 
and applies its confequences. ‘T ‘hence immediately iffues the 
imprefcriptible and inalienable right of all people to over- 
throw the exifting government, whatever may be its original 
title, to adopt any other that their caprice may lead them to 
prefer, and to treat the head of the {tate as a mere funéfionary, 
who may be difmiffed at pleafure. Now the philofophers were 
the very men who invented, fupported, and propagated fuch 
dotrine ; confequently, it was they who put into the hands 
of the revolutionifts the inftrument with which they deftroy- 
ed the French monarchy, and the poniard which they 
plunged into the bofom of a virtuous Prince, whofe greateft 
fault was that of fuffering himfelf to be feduced by the il- 
lufions of their diforganizing philanthropy. 

Roufleau had alfo laid it down as a principle, that “ man 
is born free,” and yet, that ‘‘ he is évery where in fetters ; ||’ 
he added, that ‘‘ the greateft blefling of all men confilts 
in thefe principal objects, Liberty and Equality. §” It is true, 
indeed, that when he comes to confider thefe two preroga- 
tives in a focial {tate, he maintains the neceffity of render- 
ing the firft fubject to the general will; and that, in refped 
of. the laft, it muft not be underftood, ‘ that the degrees 
fhould be abfolutely the fame, but that power fhould ‘only 





———— 


* Liv. i. Chap. xviii. + Helvetius, De L’Homme.  f Ray- 
nal, Hiftoire Philofophique et Politique des deux Indes. Liv. xix. 
Art. xxxv. |} Ubi Supra, Liv, ‘i, Chap. i. § Ibid. Liv. ii. 
Chap. u- 

be 





—s- 
& onPaerc 


ee a Se 























The Emigrant. A Novel. "49 


be exercifed in virtue of rank and of the laws.” *—The 
propofition, thus modified, appears to be juft; but when we 
afterwards find the author emancipating the people from obe- 
dience to all laws, which they have not made themfelves,t 
giving them the arbitrary power of changing at their pleafure 
thofe which they have made, however good they may be ;+ 
it is eafy to perceive, that the fubjeétion of Liberty and 
Equality to the general will, and to the laws of the focial 
hierarchy, is, with him, vox et preterea nihil; and, laftly, 
that this two-fold effential right of the people forms a part 
of that vague declaration of rights, which ferves as an intro- 
duction to the revolutionary code. 

It was from the adoption of thefe principles that Voltaire 
was led to pfoclaim, that ‘all men are egua/ under a different 
maf{k, and that Kings, in this point of view, are of the 
fame /pecies with the reft of mankind; 4)” that another phi- 
lofopher thus apoftrophized all fovereigns—“ Defcend from 

our thrones, interrogate the loweft of your fubjects; they 
will tell you that they truly love none but their egua/s, and 
that they ate their mafters; §’’ and, that a difciple of the feét 
of the economifts, which fprang from the philofophic fea, 
maintained, ‘‘ that men cannot confent, either exprefsly or 
tacitly, for themfelves and their defcendants, to facrifice the 
whole or a part of their liberty, without infulting the dignity 
of the human race, without offending nature and her au- 
thor.q” 

It may eafily be conceived what a fermentation a doétrine 
fo favourable to the developement of the paffions would ex- 
cite in the heads of the multitude into which it was conveyed 
by a variety of channels; and how well it was calculated to 
prepare the people for a new order of things, in which they 
would fee the upper claffes of fociety humbled in proportion 
as the lower clafles- were exalted to a level with them, and 
Liberty and Equality eftablifh a defpotic fway. 

In faét, how -could it be expected, that a people, who 
were taught by the philofophers to believe that civil inftitu- 
tions impofed chains on their natural liberty, would not 
make an attempt to break thofe chains, to recover inali- 
enable rights, for the furrender of which no one could 
ftipulate in their name, to rid themfelves of mafters whom 





* Ubi Supra, Liv. ii. chap. ii. + Ibid. Liv. iii. Chap. i. 


t Liv. ii. Chap. xii. | Difcours fur l’Egalite. § Syfteme 
Social, Tom, II, P. 7. 4 Ephémerides du Citoyen, en 1770, 
Chap. ii. 
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they were taught to dete{t, in order to affociate with none 
but their equals, to tear away the mafk which was worn by 
every one who held a certain rank, or exercifed any autho- 
rity over them ; in fhort, to arm themfelves with the glaive 
parallele, holding it over the heads of Kings, and mowing 
down all thofe which rife above the horizontal plane, traced by 
the hands of the philofophers?* Such were the fentiments 
which ihe philofophers had inftilled into the people, when 
the revolutionifts appeared to reduce to practice the maxims 
of their predeceffors. 

The philofophical dogmas of the Sovereignty of the Peo- 
ple, of Liberty, and Equality, tended to diffufe an anti- 
monarchical fpirit, and to infpire a predilection for De- 
mocratic Republicanifm. Hence, thofe dark and fatyrical 
pictures of monarchy and monarchs, which the philofopher of 
Geneva tock pleafure in drawing ; hence thofe gay and illufive 
pictures of democracy which formed a contratt with the others ; t 
and hence that predilection of the philofopher of Ferney fore 
a Republic, becaufe it brings men nearer to a ftate of na- 
tural equality ; and that averfion from a monarchy, becaufe 
‘it is unnatural that one man fhould be matter, and becaufe it 
is natural that every mafter fhould have a voice in regulating 
the good of fociety.t 

Other philofophers of inferior note, in commenting on 
the doétrine of their chiefs, inceflantly repeated, that all 
Kings, from the very nature of monarchical government, 
were tyrants and defpots, and the moft dreadful fcourges 
of nations ;§ that this form of government neceffarily tends 
to brutalize men, and only corrupts in order to enflave them ; }} 
that ‘ pufillanimous terrors alone made Kings, and alone 
fupport them ;q” that they are wild bea/ts that devour na- 
tions ;** deified tigers, whofe only titles to fovereignty are 
force, fear, ftupidity, barbarity, perfidy, and fuperftition. tt 
The cautious D’Alembert, foftening thefe too grofs ex- 
preffions, contents himfelf with reprefenting fovereigns as 
objects of Aatred. tt 








* Raynal, L’Hiftoire Philofophique. + Liv. iii, Chap. vi.— 
Chap. x. Note 6. t Lettre au Marquis d’Argenfon, Aug. 8, 
1743—a d’Alembert, Jan. 19, 1769.—Au Comte d’Argental, 
July 27, 1777—Idees Republic: Art. xlii1. § Effa: fur les 
Prejugés—Defpotifn Oriental—Syfteme Social, &e. || Helvetius, 
de l’ Homme, Tom. II. Seét. ix. Note. " Def/poti/m Oriental. 
** Hiftoire Philofophigque des deux Indes, Tom. Ill, et LV. t+ Sy/- 
teme de la Raifon—Syfteme Social. $f Lettre a Voltaire, Jan. 
25,'1770. 
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Such. was the do@trine profeffed by the philofophers, and 
which, for fifty years, had been inftilled, by their writings, 
into the public mind, when the revolutionifts attempted" to 
try the effect of thefe ftrange maxims on a nation, which, 
beth by the natural difpofition of its inhabitants, and by 
long habit, feemed beft calculated to live happy under a mo- 
narchical government. A man mutt be blind not to fee, in 
the condua of the laft, the natural and immediate confe- 
quences of the principles laid down by the firft. 

A French poet has obferved, 


*€ Que la philofophie, en ebranlant |’autel, 
«© Au Trone qu’1l fondoit porta le coup mortel.*’”? 


There does, indeed, exift fo intimate an union between the 
throne and the altar, that one cannot be overturned with- 
out the deftruétion of the other. The fame affeétioss which 
produce attachment to the laft, intereft us equally in the 
fupport of the firft, and, confequently, the fentiments of 
averfion which bear upon one of thefe grand objects, necef- 
farily bear upon both. Having one common bafis in the 
heart of man, one common end in the intere{t of the people, 
their fate is indivifible: the diftin@ion, therefore, betweeis 
the philofophic revolutionifts, and the political rev olutionifts, 
is founded on a mere ideal abftraction, or, at leaft, on the in- 
confiftency of thofe philofophers who declare againft the 
Revolution. 

Rouffeau had eftablifhed, as a principle, ‘‘ that Chriftianity 
enforces nothing but fervitude and dependence ; that its {pirit 
is too favourable to tyranny for the latter not always to profit 
by it; and that all true Chriftians are made to be flaves.t’’ 
With Voltaire and D’Alembert, hatred of government and 
hatred of religion are indivifible.t The fame fentiments 
are difplayed, with more or lefs virulence, in the writings of 
other fectaries;§ but in all of them may be feen a combined 
and fettled fy tt. m of employing a religious revolution, as an 
infailible mean of facilitating the atchievement of a poli- 
tical revolution, “Thus, in an early ftage of the laft, the 





* «That, philofophy, by fhaking the altar, gave a mortal blow 
to the throne which it fupported.’’ + Contrat Social, Liv. tw. 
Chap, vill, { Lettre de Voltaire 4 D’Alembert, Dec. 12, 175% — 
Lettres D’ Alembelt a Voltaire, July 14, 1767——Jan. 19. 769. 
§ Syfteme Socrat,-Tom. L.-Chap.1. Nate ; tnes xiii, —Syfeme de 
la Nature, Tom. II. Chap. viii.---Condorcet, Tableau des Progrés de 
i’ E/prit Jeiadin rome Epogue. 
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revolutionifts paid this homage to Voltaire, that he was the 
man ‘* who had produced the fall of the firft and moft for- 
midable barrier of defpotifm, the religious and facerdotal 
power ; that if he had not broken the yoke of priefts, they 
never could have broken the yoke of tyrants; that they 
were both of them equally burdenfome, and held fo clofely 
together, that when the firft was once fhaken, the laft 
muft foon fall .*” 

Whoever wifhes to inveftigate the whole plan of the fect 
on this fubje@, will find it completely developed by Citizen 
Condorcet in his Tableau des Progrés de l’Efprit humain. So 
early as 1770; the Advocate-general, Seguier, had denounced 
this production, in a very forcible manner, to the Parliament 
of Paris, and we regret that the limits neceffarily prefcribed 
to an article of this nature, preclude the infertien of his clo- 
quent fpeech. 

The double proje&t of deftroying religion, and fubverting 
the government, entered, as we have fhewn, into the plan 
of the philofophers, and was founded on the principles of 
their philofophy: to praife them for the firft, and to deny 
that'they are chargeable with the laft, is a flagrant incon- 
fiftency, a creation of effect without caufe. The philofo- 
phers themfelves, more open than their apologift, frankly 
admit the exiftence of this double projeét. 

«© Every thing that I fee,’’ (faid the Coryphceus) “ lays the 
bafis of a Revolution that will infallibly happen, and which I fhall 
not have the plea/ure of beholding. The explofion will take place the 
firft opportunity that occurs, and then there will bea glorious riot. 
Our young men are very forturate, they will fee fine things.+”’ 

“¢ If ever we become the ftrongeft,’’ (faid one, of his difciples, 
addreffing himfelf to fovereigns,) ‘‘ we will tear from you 4 power 
that you have ufurped. If we fhould prové too weak to fhake 
of your yoke, we fhall wear it with horror. You will have an 
enemy in every one of your flavés; you will be reduced to trem. 
ble every inftant upon your thrones, of which you will be the unjuft 
ufurpers, {’” ; 

The violent dectamations of Raynhal até fo well known, that 
it cannot be neceflary to repeat them here, any more than thofe 
of other philofophers of the fame kind; but it may be ufeful to 
obferve, that Frederick the Great, who, though firft the patron 
and protector of thefe fe€taries, afterwards became their accufer, 
when he knew them better, openly announced, that :¢ was their 
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* Mercure de France, Aug. 7, 1790, No. XVIII. P. 26. 

+ Lettre de Voltaire au Marguis de Chauvelin, April 2, 1764. 
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intention toa make France a Republic,* and to teach nations, *‘ that 
subjects ought to enjoy the right of depofing their Sovereigns.t” 
It is, therefore, certain, from their own confeffions, that 
<¢ the philofophers forefaw the Revolution, foretold it, and pro- 
ofed the manner of atchieving it by the adhefion of the peo- 
ple.t” Thus no fooner had it begun to manifett itfelf by mur- 
ders, conflagrations, and enormities of every kind, than they 
were heard to exclaim, in works the leat calculated, from their 
nature, to become the depolitory of revolutionary fentiments— 


«‘'That the happy moment was at length arrived, when philo- 
fophy triumphed over its enemies ; that the light which fhe had 
fhed, had produced the great events which diftinguifhed the clofe 
of the century; that France, the minds of whofe people had been 
prepared by a multiplicity of excellent writings, had broken her 
chains ; that the fame principles were propagated in other countries, 
whofe inhabitants would fay, like the French—we will be free. §’’ 

It is more efpecially to Voltaire, whofe writings M. de 
Meilhan reprefents as more favouradle than hoftile to mo- 
narchy, || that, according to the Revolutiontits— 


‘«¢ Mankind have the greateft obligations, becaufe he has produced 
all that we ice ; becaufe he was the firit author of this great Revolution 
which attonifhes Europe, and {preads alarm in every court ; for it is 
the thought of the wife man that prepares political Revolutions. UV” 

This laft reflection which eftablifhes, in expre{s terms, a pro- 
pofition diametrically oppofite to that which forms the fubje& 
of our prefent dikcuffion, might, very properly clofe this arti- 
cle; but we cannot refiit the temptation of recalling to the 
minds of our readers the folemn homage which the Prefident 
of the Council of 500 lately paid to philofophy :— 


«¢ The Vitor Darius, (faid he,) the famous Romans, all the ban- 
ditti that have been celebrated for the deitruction of empires, were 
lefs formidable to kings than philofephers are, who, in their ftu- 
dies, filently inveftigate the origin of monarchs, and of hereditary 
power. Voltaire, Rouffeau, Raynal, and Mably, will break more 
{ceptres, will deftroy more crowns, than Alexander, and the moft cele- 
brated confuls. It was thefe writers, the enemies of defpotifm, who 
attacked royalty here, and royalty, ai length, difappeared.* *”” 





* Dialogues des Morts, Envres Pofthumes, Tom. VI. P. 102. 

+ Examen Critique du Syfteme de la Nature. bid. vp. 164. 

~ Gudin, Supplement au Contrat Social. 

§ La Metherie. Od/ervations fur la Phyfigue, Jan. 1790. Dif. 
cours preliminaire, P. 3. 

| Da Gouvernements, des Maurs, Chap. xv. P. 128. 

“ Mercure de France, ubi fup. 

** Speech of Le Ceintre Puyravaun in the Council of 500, on 
234 Thermidor, 
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This production of M. de Meilhan contains many more 
reprehenfible paffages than thofe which we have noticed; but, 
to follow him through all his revolutionary ideas would re- 

uire a volume, and our readers may, perhaps, be induced to 
think, that we have already extended this article to too great 
a length ; the immorality of the work, however, is fo dif- 
guftful, the revolutionary philofophifm of its author has al- 
ready made fo great a progrefs, even among his compa- 
nions in misfortune, and the fubje& is in itfelf fo intereft- 
ing, that we truft our zeal will be excufed, - particularly as its 
abject is the fupport of all the bonds of fociety againit philo- 
Sophifis of every defcription. 


rd 





Art. IY. Vie de Lazare Hoche, General en Chef des Armées de 
la Republique Frangoife; i.e. The Life of Lazarus Hoche, 
Commander in Chief of the Armies of the French Republic. 
By Alexander Roulffelin. Dedicated to the Eternal Re- 
public. 8vo. 2vol. Pp. 983. Price 14s. Paris.. Im- 
parted by De Boffe, Gerard Street. 


N the life of a General, who has commanded powerful 
armies, we naturally expect to find a brief hiftory of the 
campaigns which he has ferved, a detailed account of the 
battles which he has fought, and a critical examination of the 
faults with which he has been reproached, or of the merits 
which have been imputed to him. But the reader would in vain 
look for any thing of this kind in the work before us, which 
has not been compofed by a man of military knowledge, but by 
a jacobinical declaimer ; and the perufal of a few pages will 
be fufficient to convince any man that the author has been lefs 
anxious to paint the martial hero than the revolutionary hero. 
‘This being the cafe, Citizen RouSSELIN appears to us to be 
on a perfect level with his fubje& ; the hiftorian is perfectly 
worthy of the hero; we are immediately led to acknowledge 
the truth of his affertion, that he writes from the heart , and 
we very foon difcover, that the objeét of the publication is 
not only to do honour tothe memory of General Hocue, but 
alfo to juftify certain public tranfactions in which he took a 
part towards the conclufion of his life ; and that the author 
has been lefs influenced by a defire to immortalize a dead cu!- 
prit, than by a wifh to exculpate living culprits. ‘The official! 
papers and confidential letters which the beok contains ; the 
infinite pains which the author takes to.caft the odium of all 
paft crimes or calumnies on perfons who are dead, or no 
longer in place; the difcreet forbearance which, on many 
points, 
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points, he impofes on himfelf ; the addrefs which he difplays 
in pafling over all the different parties, in order to give the 
whole merit to thofe who are now pofleffed of the whole 
power, and all the honour of the Revolution to thofe who 
have reaped all the profits of it;—all thefe circumftances 
combine to prove that Citizen RoussELIn wrote by order of 
the Direétory, and that his work was compofed ex officio, 
Under this point of view alone, can it be confidered as having 
any claims on our attention, and on the curiofity of the 
public. We fhail now endeavour to give a brief abftra@ of 
the General’s life, after difencumbering it, as far as may be, 
from thofe revolutionary embellifhments which were indifpen- 

fibly neceffary to fwell it to the fize of two o¢tavo volumes. 
Hocue was born at Montreuil, on the 12th of June, 1768, 
His father was keeper of the dog-kennels to Louis XV. ; one 
of his aunts, who kept a green-ftall, took care of him in his 
infancy, and had him taught to read and write; and as foon 
as he was old enough to work, he was received into the royal 
{tables, in the capacity of a groom. Although there could 
be no neceflity for entering into fuch minute particulars, 
Citizen Rousse in feems to dwell with delight on the bafe- 
nefs of his hero’s birth and firft occupations ; and, in order to 
fet them off to advantage, calls in the aid of fable as an embel- 
lifhment to hiftory. Euripides ** drew a perfect likenefs”’ of 
the Keeper of the Kennels, when he faid, ‘* Vulgar in his 
manners, deftitute of all ornament, but a man of honour in 
a fupreme degree.’’ His fon, born among the dogs, reminds 
his biographer of ‘* Hercules furrounded in his cradle with 
ferpents ;’” when a groom, ’tis, ‘¢ Shak{peare holding horfes 
at the door of a London theatre.’’—** By reading fome of the 
works of J. J. Rouffeau he imbibed the {pirit of independence; 
and by perufing fome novels, he conceived a defire to travel. 
He accordingly entered himfelf on board a fhip that was 
bound to the Eaft Indies ; but he found that, by a fubterfuge, 
he had been enlifted in the French guards.”” He was then 
fixteen. ‘ Nature had not formed him differently from other 
men; yet, in lefs thana month, he learnt what it would have 
taken another a year to acquire.” He foon became a grena- 
dier. He then ardently longed for inftruction ; but for that 
books were neceflary, and books could not be procured without 
money. In order to obtain it he fubmitted to every {pecies of 
labour ; he paffed the day in digging and in drawing water, 
and he employed a part of the night in embroidering waift- 
coats, and making caps for the troops. Although his corpo- 
real and mental labours occupied his whole time, he itill 
found fome for pleafures ;—-** but even in thofe moments of 
foldier- 
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foldier-like gaicty, he fet an example of decency, fobriety, 
and honourable condué.’’—Yet, “ one of his friends having 
been aflaffinated, in a quarre) between fome of the foldiers and 
fome of the town’s people, he haftened, with feveral of his 
comrades, to the houfe where the accident happened, declared 
himfelf the /eader of the Cammon Anger (le chef de la colere 
commune), deftroyed a}! the furniture, and completely gutted 
the-+houfe. For this violent movement he was punifhed with 
three months’ imprifonment.” Sometime after he fought a 
duel with a corporal in the fame regiment; in which he 
wounded his antagonift with his fabre, and received a cut him- 
{elf between his eyes. 

Notwithftanding the repeated chaftifements he received, his 
Rative intelligence {on this point the author fpeaks truth) 
procured him the rank of corporal; when he was fent to 
‘train the recruits at the place appointed for their reception.— 
On the s4th of July, 1789, the French guards joined the 
infurgents who went to attack the Baftille. ‘‘Hocue,” fays 
his hiftorian, “‘ was one of the firft affailants.”” But, fo far 
from this being the cafe, we have the beft authority for affert- 
ing, that he was one of the non-commiffioned officers of the 
regiment who took no part in the infurreétion ; and that he 
did not become an active participator in the Revolution till fome 
time after. The French guards having merged in the Parifian 
guard, and afterwards being incorporated with the army of 
the line, under the appellation of the 1o2d, r1o3d, and 
ro4th regiments, Hoche was made a fubaltern officer in the 
laft. Hehere diftinguifhed himfelf fo much by the infor- 
mation which he had acquired, and by his talents for im- 
parting information to others, that the war minifter, Servan, 
made him a lieutenant in the regiment of Rouergue. He 
joined the corps at Thionville at the end of June, 1792, and 
this was the firft ftep of his rapid promotion in the Re- 
publican army. Here Citizen Rouflelin ftops to contem- 
plate:his hero, and to defcribe his perfon, before he brings 
him forward on the ftage. 


‘© He is about five feet feven inches (French meafure) in height ; 
his figure, though manly and vigorous, is light and elegant ; his 
fhoulders are broad, but well formed ; his cheft open and promi- 
nent, the effeét of a military gait ; his leg is well-proportioned ; his 
hair, eyes, and eye-brows, are black ; and the flight fcar which he 
has from the center of the nofe to the top of the forehead, on the 
right fide, far from disfiguring his features, gives him a more martial 
air ; his mouth is {mall, his teeth are white and even, his countenance 
is intelligent, his charatteriftic feature feverity ; and, although an 
extreme defire of making himfelf agrecable, frequently foftens it, yet 
| a pene. 
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a penetrating cye cannot fail to perceive the effort produced by the 


defire to pleafe.”? 


Our author makes his hero perform prodigies of valour at 
Thionville ; though it is well known that the liege, or rather 
blockade, of that place gave no one an opportunity of difplay- 
ing his valour on either fide; and that nothing more pafled 
than a mere cannonade, which occafioned little lofs, and would 
never have been talked of, if the Prince of Waldeck had not 
loft an arm by it. At the beginning of the following year 
Hocue was appointed Aid-de-camp to General Leveneur, 
the temporary commander of the army of the Ardennes ; and 
he aed in that capacity at the affair of Altenhoven, at the 
battle of Nerwinden, and in feveral other aétions which were 
fought in the month of March, 1793.—The author, as may 
naturally be fuppofed, pafics rapidly over a feries of difafters 
which the republican arms experienced at this period. The 
defection of Dumourier having enfued, Leveneur fent his 
Aid-de-camp to Paris to afk the Executive Council for orders 
and reinforcements. ‘The author acknowledges, that, during 
his {tay at the capital, his hero was intimately connected with 
Marat. But, amidit his pompous phrafeology, we eafily 
perceive that his only motive for making this acknowledge- 
ment is to have an opportunity of faying fomething favour- 
able of that fanguinary apoftle of Jacobinifm. He artfully 
couplesa name, which the Republicans only honour in fecret, 
with another which they openly honour; and only lowers 
HocneE in order to raife Marat. Whoever wifhes to know 
how the fanguinary characters of the prefent day excufe 
the crimes of the Revolution, let them attend to Citizen 


Rouffelin :— 


‘© This circumftance, in the life of Hocue,’’ he fays, “ explains 
how virtue becomes amalgamated with violence in the ftorm of Re- 
volutions, without affording any pretext to men of honour to with- 
draw their efteem from her; how, devoured by a thirft for freedom, 
increafed by the remembrance of fourteen centuries of bondage, men 
of ardent minds may have precipitated the: miclves | with too great im- 
petuofity towards the fource in order to quench it.’ 


Mok certainly Citizen Rouffelin has refiftlefs claims upon 
the gratitude of the Jacobins, and the bounty of the five regi- 
cides wha govern France ; for he defends them well, at Jeaft 
as well as it is poflible to defend them. Sieyes and Merlin 
would ufe the fame language. 

This journey to Paris procured for Hocnue the rank of 
Adjutant-general, and Chief of a Battalion. A fhort time after 
he was carried before the revolutionary tribunal at Paris, for 
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having faid, on feeing his friend, General Levencur, arrefted, 
‘s Ts France then governed by Pitt and Cobourg!’’ But the 
court did jultice to the purity of his intentions, and he was 
releafed. He happened t » be at Dunkirk when that place was 
befieged ; and, it his panegyrilt might be credited, he it was 
who ‘prevented it from being taken by the Englith.—** He 
runs—he no longer {leep: —he is ev very where, and every 
where is he terrible!’—The “ immenfe”’ fervices which 
he here rendered to the Repnblic caufed him to be promoted 
to the rank of Chicf of a Brigade. It appears, however, 
that his civifm was not jultly eftin iated by every body ; : for he 
was foon after accufed, and it was not without reafon, of be 
ing a Fayettifi.. But his autbhary 3 genius again brit 
u mphed, he was ac quitted of the charge ; and, to make hi 
amends for the mortification he had fuftained, he was Pays 
Brigadier-general, and «wppointed to the command of the en- 
trenched camp before Dunkirk.—Already had he begun to 
correfpond with the Committee of Public Safety, to whom he 
re commended a defcent upon England, and propo fed a renewal 
of the feats of Fz ntens. —‘¢‘ Talents fo eminent, and concep- 
tions fo fublime,” procured him the rank of General of Divi- 
fion, and the command of the army of the Mofelle.—Thus, 
in lefs than twelve months, did Hocue, from the f{ituation of 
fubaltern, in the 1o4th regiment, arrive at the rank of Com- 
mander in Chief of one si the arsries of the Re P ublic. 
In this place the euthor fills twenty pages with adefcription 
of the total want of difeipli ine, and ot the wretchednefs that 
prevailed among the trsops ; the iclhithnefs of the officers, the 
rogucry of the commiilaries, and, in fhort, the complete dif- 
organization of every part of the army of the Mofelle. But 
no Ractiaes does HOcCHE appear, than order is jelinted ois 
Neptune faying quos ego—. After having thus prepar ed 
the reader’s mind, Citize: 1 Roo! lelin be gins his narrative of 
Hoc#e’ s military ope rations, which he gives in fo ingeniox as a 
manner, as to render it tot: ally j in comprehenfible to every mili- 
tary man. Inftead of facts and & ites, we find no thing but 
declamation, hyperboles, and comparifons—“ Neither paint- 
ing, nor poetry, nor all the arts of imagination combined’’—** The 
Mi ji bain jiorms of the scean”?—« O prodigy! fpontaneous eja- 
culation !”’—** Burning (brulant) Hoche”—“ Orderscirculate like 
Lightning’ -—* Republi ican thunder”—“ The vile fatellites of 
ae fpotifmn. "With a hundred fuch phrafes as thefe the author 
defcribes the campaign in Alface, at the end of 1793. Our 
readers will not expect us to give a more military account of 
that c ain p: lion than Citizen .Rouffelin gives ; but it fhall, 
iealt, be thorter than his; for we fhall content ourfelves w th 
reminding 
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reminding them, that, after two-and-forty fucceffive attacks, 
the French armies of the Mofelle and the Rhine, commanded 
by Hocue and Pichegru, forced the Au(trians to evacuate 
Alface, andto raife the blockade of Landau. 

In the courfe of his military narrative the author la- 
bours to de prive Pichegru of his fhare of any merit which 
might attach to the fuccefs of the Republican arms. He re- 
prefents him as inert, intriguing, and hypocritical ; as jealous 
of HocHe’s glory, {ceking to occafion his defeat, and 
ftriving to injure him in the opinion of the Committee of 
Public $2 ufety. All that this Jacobin writer advances on this 
fubject, induces us to draw a conclufion diametrically op- 
polite to his; Bess to believe that the fentiments and proceed- 
ings whichhe afcribes to Pichegru, were precifely thofe which 
his hero entertained and purfued towards that General. Nor 
can we entertain a doubt on this fubject, when we find 
Hocue appointed, to the exclufion of his rival, to the chief 
command of the two armies of the Rhine and the Mofelle. 
This command, however, he foon after lot through the 
means of Saint Juft, who held him in deteftation. As he 
was going to take the command of the army of Italy to which 
he had been appointed, he was arretted at Nice, by order of 
the Committce of Public Safety, taken to Pasin. and com 
mitted to the prifon of the Conciergerie. At firft he pafled 
his time at this new abode in reading the epiltles of Seneca, 
and the eflays of Montagne , then in fleeping and getting 
drunk, and afterwards in writing his dreams, which moit 
alluredly deferve the name which he gives them; for no 
living bein g, except Citizen BS roffclin. can underftand 
them, or defery in them ‘ a ftriking originality.”’ The au- 
thor thinks it very fhameful that ‘‘ that wicked man,” 
Pichegru thould enjoy his liberty, while HocHe is in prifon ; 
and thence he takes an opportunity of maintaining, that Piche. 
gru was indebted for all his fucceiles in 1794 to the “ mode {t** 
Jourdan, as he had been in 1793 to the ‘ terrible’ Hocus, 
as Jonrign he tells us, ‘¢ rendered Pichegru the fame fer- 
vice at Fleurus, as Hocne had rendered him at Weiffem- 
bourg, that of being a hero at a cheap. rate. Winter and 
the ice did the reft.”” It is pleafant enough to fee the Re- 
publicans themfelves reduce their triumphs | to their juft value, 
In the fame page we are told, that ‘‘ Carnot, who liked the 
pliancy of Pichegru, as rhuch as_he-hated the inflexibility of 
Hocue, affifted him as much as he could in promoting the 
gratification of his revengeful paflions.’”-—Molt certainly if 
Carnot had afforded fuch affiftance three years later, to enable 
Pichegru to avenge France and the whole w orld, the French 
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people would not have groaned, for the laft fifteen months, 
beneath the barbarous defpotifm of the protectors of Mr. 
Rouffelin ; and, inftead of being honoured by his abufe, Pi- 
chegru would, probably, at this time, have had the misfortune 
to be degraded by his commendations. 

But the ninth of Thermidor came, Robefpicrre perifhed, 
and Hocue was releafed from prifon. He was next fent 
to carry on the war again{t the Chouans, firft in the vicinity 
of Cherbourg, and afterwards in the neighbourhood of Brett. 
We fhall not follow him through this ‘ obfcure” war, the 
obfcurity of which is by no means diminifhed by Citizen 
Rouffelin’s account of it. He enables us, however, to afcer- 
tain’ what degree of credit his affertions, in general, deferve, 
by affirming, that 40,000 men were affembled at Ferfey under 
the command of the Count D’ Artois, and that “ Quiberon be- 
came the fatal depofitary of 10,000 of thefe.” —Now, in the firft 
place, the Count D’Artois never was at Jerfey in his life ; fe- 
condly, never fince Jerfey wasan ifle had it 40,000 troops af- 
fembled on it ; andthirdly, the number of emigrants that landed 
at Quiberon fcarcely exceeded 5000!—So much for the vera- 
city of Citizen Rouffelin. 

When the news of the landing of thefe emigrants was re- 
ceived at Paris, fays the author, ‘‘ A gloomy terror prevailed 
in the Committee of Public Safety, and*** repeatedly afked 
what was to become of them.” The alarm was fo ferious, 
and the event fo important in the eyes of the Committee, 
that they deemed it neceffary to fend Tallien and Blad, to 
direct the conduct of Hocue. We fhall not recall that 
fatal expedition to the minds of our readers ; the author him- 
felf does not dwell much upon it, and in his recital pays as 
little regard to truth as ufual. ‘* The enemies of the Re- 
public,” he fays, ‘‘ were fuperior in number ;”’ whereas every 
one knows that the Republicans, on the contrary, were the 
moft numerous, in the proportion of four to one. After ce- 
lebrating the victory of the Republicans, he has the difcre- 
tion to omit all mention of the ufe which they made of 
Bit; and takes fpecial care not to Jet the public know, that, 
in violation of a capitulation formally granted to the Emi- 
grants, all thofe who fell into the hands of the Republicans 
were maflacred in cold blood. If the author do not pro- 
claim this act of republican honour and humanity, ft is not 
becaufe he cenfures or deplores it ; for, after telling us that 
Hocne, “ when he witneffed the fate of young Sombreuil, 
exclaimed, would to heaven that fuch men as he cherifhed 
the fame fentiments for their country as we do!” through 
fear that he, or his hero, might be accufed of anni 
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he haftens to add, ‘* Ah! if he gives a tear to the fate of 
this man, it is not shes he laments the death of the emi- 
grant, but that of the Frenchman whofe genius he ap- 
preciates. ™ ; 

The emigrants were conquere d at Quiberen, but ‘* Cha- 
rette, that moniter, whofe only inftyument of power was the 
{caffold, all whofe talents confifted in the diffufion of ter-, 
ror by the means of Draconian laws’’ {till refifted, and 
Hocue, appointed commander in chief of the army éf the 
fea- coat, was ordered to fubdue him. He eafily fucceeded, 
and the confiderable forces with which he was entrufted, 
enabled him to fubje&t in a fhort time, by fire and fword, 
Poitou, Britany, and, Normandy ; and this is called paci-’ 
fying a country, in the language of Citizen Rouffelin 5 that 
peace which the courage of Hocue had jut fecured to 
the unfortunate Vendeans, he crowned by giving them Li- 
berty; he every where releafed the country from the hor- 
rors attending a /fage of fiege, and made the nilitary re- 
gimen give way to the conftitutional regimen. "Let the 
inhabitants of France, the Low Countries, Holland, Swit- 
zerland, andthe Milanefe, be afked what difference there 
is between a military government, and the ‘* Conftitu- 
tional regimen of the French ?’ 


‘© The war in La Vendée ended, and Britanny pacified, Hothe 
conceived the plan of ranking the flames of war, which the cabinet 
of St. James’s had kindied in our Republic, fall wpon itfelf—he ex- 
claimed, Delexda ef? Carthago :’’— (we are not told how this hero of 
the dog kennei learnt Latin) It was a wife calculation to begin 
the Revolution of England by that of Ireland: all the plans were 
fettied, and he fet out for Breit.’ 


Admiral Villaret Joyeufe threw difficulties in the wa 
of his enterprize, and was, in confequence, difmifled. Be- 
come, no one knows how— 

“‘ A Statefman and Legiflator, Hocne drew up a conftitution 
for the people whom he was about to emancipate. So many occu. 
putions Tecmed fuficient to ab/orb the head of a great man, but 
they did not fatigue the rab head of Hocue.—Deff {pairing to ftep 
by perfidy the progrefs of a man, who was accuftomed to triumph 
ver every obitacle, the English h:d recourfe to affafination. One’ 
night as he was coming from the play, a piftol, loaded with feveral 
bulls, was fired at him; but although the afaffin, in order to take 
fares aim, had refted his piftol upon a rail, >he neither wounded 
Hocur, nor any of his attendants: the affailin being feized, was 
taken before Hocne, and fell por his knees,——-Hoehie was torced 
to turn his head a fide, to OER the tears of pity which fell from 
hiseyces. This wretch had been promifed a reward ofa hundred guineas, 

but 
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hut had received no more than fve fillings. Hocur feat twenty- 
five Louis to his wife.” 


And if our readers fhould be difpofed to doubt this, they 
will at leaft give implicit credit to the aflurance, + aay 


66 Hocue employed a limner of Rennes to paint a portrait of his 
affaflin, which he was feen to wear about his perfon, and frequently 
to contemplate.’ 


Thus we find, that long before the arrival of Buonaparte’s 
army in Egypt, the French Republicans held portraits in high 
eltimation. 

No fooner has the author finifhed this pretty ftory, than he 
begins another :-— 


**€ Hoene fupped one evening with a party of friends, and the next 
morning he was feized with the mott violent pains in his bowels. ‘The 
Officer of Health (i. e. the Surgeon), being queftioned as to the pro- 
per remedy to be applied in cafe of poifon, frankly owned, that his 
knowledge, snd that of the French faculty in general, were ex- 
tremely. confined in matters of gaa The violence of the pains 
encreafed, and Hocue experienced no relief from vomiting. As tran- 
quil as Germies amidft his difciples, Hoc a furrounded by his friends, 


forgot his pains, and thought of nothing but comforting them.” He 


was right—** His diforder was. an extraordinary accumulation of 
bile. At length he failed on board a light frigate (‘The Fraternity )}— 
he failed—his project made England tremble beforeh: and, and, throw- 
ing herinto a well-founded alarm, entirely took of her attention from 
her manufactures and commerce, ‘The elements confpired with the 
confpirators ; every thing combined to fruftrate this expedition, fo 
interefting from its motives, fo commendable for its intentions, fo 
decifive in its end, and approved by that Direétory which has been fo 
cruelly and fo unjuftly perfecuted ; that Direétory, in fhort, which 
haying efcaped from the crifis of its birth, began to aflume a more 
impoling attitude in the eyes of the world. From the firft dawn of 
the “expedition an evil genius had endeavoured to pally it; the fame 
genius was deftined to purfue it through all its chances, to tarnifh its 
different périods, and, laftly, to throw the whole weight of her fatal 


influence on its ultimate confequences.’ 


QOur readers, we apprehend, will require no farther account 
of this expedition, the refult of which they will remember 
with more pleafure than Citizen Rouffelin. 

“* After having fayed the frigate feveral times by his pre- 
fence of mind,” performed two or three glorious a@tions on 
the way, and faid a number of fine things; Hocue arrived at 
Rochelie. He haftened to Paris, ‘‘ threw himfelf into the 
arms of Citizen Truguet, the Marine Minifter,” and uttered 


two pages of ** lamentations,” with which we fhall not afflict” 
our 
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our réaders.-This being done, the author, not. content with 
beftowing the moft violent commendations on his hero, in 
every part of his book, recapitulates all his merits, all his 
glorious atchievements, and, after having ‘* traced the {i ingu- 
larly rapid progrefs of the mind of this sftonifhing man,” 

brings him {fe to the army of the Sambre and Meufe, 
which he has been appointed to command, ‘This army, 
“* widow to its worthy chief, “Jourdan,” was in the moft com- 
plete diforder, and in want of every thing. The author gives 

a long defcription of the violence committed by the troops, 
the extortion of the generals, and the rapacity of the commif- 
faries. We embrace with pleafure the opportunity here 
afforded us for expreffing our concurrence with Citizen 
Rouflelin, and for furprizing him in the act of {peaking truth, 
But his only objeét, in {p veaking truth, isto enhance the merit 
of his hero. He appears, diforder vanifhes, plenty ‘revives, 

dif ipline 1 1S reftore d, and, in a fhort time, he is enabled to fay. 
‘< It is impoflible to fee a finer, a bicsived or better difciplined 


army, than the army of the Sambre and Meufe.”’ vin fact it 
feems as if Hocue were “an organizing genius ! 
The campaign of 1797 openec .d. hers HocHe pafled the 


Rhine at Neuwied, and beat the Auftrians. In vain did the 
latter repeatediy affure him that a fufpenfion of arms had been 
iuft agreed on in Carynthia ; he refufed to believe them, and, 
like th: at General who, in the laft century, fought a bloody 
battle when he had the treaty of peace figned in his pocket, he 
perlifted in attacking the Auftri ans. He had 80,o00 men, ‘nd 
the enemy had but 30,000 ; he was unwilling, therefore, to 
lofe the opportt nity of becoming, in his fden;! “a bhero at a 
cheap rate.” But, unfortunately for him, the official news of 
the treaty of Leoben arrived juft as his troops had pitched their 
tents under the walls of Frankfort. He was then obliged to 
itop, enraged that his triumphs had been checked, and parti- 
cularly that he had been prevented from laying contributions 
upon the inhabitants of Frankfort. 

Peace having deprived him of the glory which he expected 
to reap in Germany, he revived the defign of feeking it on 
the coaft of Ireland. He had written fome time before to 
General Hedouville (who now commands at St. Domingo, or 
who rather obeys the two Negro Generals in that [fland,) fay- 
ing, ** If fortune were to conduct me with this army to the 
gates of Vienna, as I hope fhe will, [ would again quit it to 
repair to Dublin, and from thence to London.” 

The new projects of Hocne being adopted by the Direc- 
tory, that General went to Yatis, “© received his final inftruc- 
tions,” returned to the banks of the Rhine, and fele€ting from his 

arms 








764 APPENDIX. 


army ‘* acorps of picked men, ordered them ta march towards 
Brefi.;” at leatt this is what the author wifhes to make us 
belicve, as the Direétory wiihed to make it believed at 
the time. But thefe troops were not deftined tor Brett 
and Ireland; ‘‘ the confpirators gave it out that the troops 
were marching to Paris againft the reprefentatives of the 
nation,”“—and they fpoke truth. The Dire&tors, alarmed 
at the progre{s of public opinion, and at the increafing 
eppofition of the Council of 500, had already formed the 
defign. of reigning thenceforth by the bayonet, as they had 
hitherto. reigned by decrees. It would require too long a 
difcuffion, and, befides, it forms no part of our duty in this 
lace, to afoul the caufes which produced, and the means 
which effected, the Revolution of the 4th of September, 1797. 
The bufinefs of that day is fut ficiently explained by the cir- 
cumftances which preceded, and, fill more, by thofe which 
followed it. We fhall confine our attention to the part which 
General Hocue had in that fatal tranfa€tion which again 
involved France ina ftate of flavery, deprived Europe of the 
bleffings of peace, occafioned the fubverfion of the pontifical 
throne, and the Revolution of Switzerland ; and which may 
be productive of {till greater evils, not only to Europe, but to 
the whole habitable globe. 
Such of our readers as have paid attention to the progrefs 
of the French Revolution will recolle&, that, when, in the 
month of July, 1797, a detachment of troeps from the 
army of the Rhine marched towards Paris, and paffed the 
boundaries preicribed by the conititution, the moderate party 
in ing wo councils, convinced that they were deftined to act 
againgt them, initituted an official enquiry into the nature of 
the tranfaction, and were aflured by the Secretary at War, 
that thefe treaps had marched not only without bis orders, but 
qithout his knowledge. This evident proof: of their criminal 
object the author labours to deftroy, by faying, ‘* that the 
Directory had inftructed HocueE to receive orders from no 
one but.the Marine Minifter, refpeGting the march of a 
body of troops, to Breft, from the army of the Sambre 
and Meufe.;” as if it were poffible to believe, that a body of 
15,000 men ‘could march from the Rhine to Breft, and re- 
ceive their billets and their fubfiftence on the road, without 
the neceflary orders for that purpofe from the Secretary at 
War!)The author, even defpairing himfelf to imprefs this 
conviction on ‘the public mind, throws off the mafk, and 
exclamms=-'s Well, then, we admit the fact—the Republi- 
cans were” about to confpire _againft confpirators.”"—Alas ! 


would to. Heaven that the Pichegrus, the Portalifes, the 
Villots, 
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Villots, and the Camille Jourdans, had really been con- 
{pirators | They would not now languifh in exile, nor 
their countrymen in chains. If any additional proofs w ere 
neceflary to enforce the belief, that Hocne and his Re- 
publicans, were conf pirate rs at this pe ric od, the book before 
us would fupply them. We find Hocue faying z to General 
ee 


‘ If thefe gentlemen continue their extravagancies, I have the 
means of filencinig them.’ 


We find Cherin, who was the confident of HocHeE, and at 
the head of his ftaff, anfwering a General who afked him, 
during Hocun’s abfence— 

«¢ Who had the command of the army, and where General Hocus 


4 ; . 7 , ot: 
W as ? 7? £6 At this moment General L10¢Ppe is Cm pe oyed 17 Saving the 
Republ c.°? 


We find Hocne himfelf obferving to Marbot, one of thé 
grew Mp of the people— 

The patriots will conquer, if I am feconded avith energy, A rey 
on @ Je: w determi ‘wed men in the legifiat 1ve body, and on the three 
faithful DireGors ; but a decifive blow muft be ftricken ; the $f of 
troops that were deftined for the expedi tke to Ireland happen, very 
Jortunate ly, to be » placed : within the reach of the DireGory ; their pay 
ts fecured, they vill be at Paris in two days afier they je hall bac e 
received orders to wooly : I can depend upon the officers and men.” 


’ It is poffibl le the Dire&tory may think that Citizen Rouf- 
felin was rather too explicit on this point. Be that as it may, 
he ie ype oot a that he is very far from having told 
‘¢ all;”’ for he adds 


6¢ Bibi was the man thofen by his colleagues to concert the means 
of public fafety with F Hoche. S ites grand proje@s were difcufed 
between them, ay e refolutions adopted at this conference were prin- 
cially thofe « he ch were carri od into execution om the fourte of 
September ; the ref, relating to meafures to be adopted in cafe of refift- 
ance on the part a the confpirators, are a fecret buried in the tomb 


6f Hoche and in the bofom of Barras.” 


Although Hocue had planned the bufinefs of the 4th of 
September, and * hod the courage to take all the refponfi- 
bility of it upon himfelf,” he was not intrufted with the ex 
écution of it. General Augereau deprived him of that 
honour. Qn this topic the author thus interrogates himfelf— 





“© How happened it that General Hocue was not feconded ? Why 
did he leave Rheims on a fudden? Whence is it that he appears to 
have renounced at that time the execution of the concerted plan? 
rth is it that the Direttory alfo feem to have given up the idea of 
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employing General Hocne, in putting an end to the ftrugele be. 
tween the confpirators and the Republic ?—Different events,’’ he 
adds, “* have thrown fome light on thefe delicate queftions ?”’ 


The author, no doubt, found them extremely delicate ; for 
all the anfwers he gives to them are a ftring of infignificant 
sa aga 

n the sth of Auguft Hocue rejoined the army at Wetz- 
acl 

«* He had fallen away very much, and his complexion was extremely 
pale ; a dry and conftant cough, and fuch a difficulty in breathing as 
almoft amounted to fuffocation, became objects of alarming obferva- 
tion, though his friends were far from defcrying a proximate caufe 
which was deftined to fhorten his days. His mind, which had 
hitherto difplayed great ftrength and energy in adverfe circumitances, 
was wounded, and feemed to lofe all its forces ‘The ftate of depen- 
dency to which he was reduced approached to defpair—to his inti- 
mate friends he communicated the caufe of his grief.’’ 

Feftivals, proclamations, republican commemorations, mili- 
tary dinners, and the news of the Revolution of the 4th of 
September, ferved for a time to divert his forrows, and to 
relieve his mind. But thefe {peedily returned— 

“‘ His features were become changed, a cold fweat bedewed 
his limbs, and, after fix weeks of fuffering, impoflible to defcribe, he 
expired, faying, Adieu, my friends—adieu, my friends—tell the 
government to keep an eye.on Belgium.”’ 

He was buried at Coblentz, with all the military honours due 
to a Commander in Chief, in the fame place where General 
Marceau had been buried before. 

‘¢ Differetit accounts liave been given of Hocne’s death; but they 
all concur in admitting poifon to have been the caufe of it. The 
faculty feem to have demonitrated that it was that f{pecies of poifon 
which, exciting a degree of irritatiori in the fenfes, fhortens the days 
of the patient, whom it inceffantly ftimulates to voluptuous gratifica- 
tions.*’’——-Some time before his death, Hocue told his friends, that 
“* He felt as if he were enveloped in the robe of Neffus.’’ 

His body was opened in the prefence of feveral experienced 
Phyficians and Surgeons, who gave an exaét defcription of the 
ftate of the ftomach, which was covered with large {pots, black 
in the centre, but lefs fo round the edges. 

In fhort, there is not a doubt but that HocHe was poifoned ; 
but who adminiftered the poifon? The author, far from feek- 
ing the culprit where the public voice declared he might be 
found, labours to miflead the public opinion, and to take off 





* The poifon here defcribed muft be cantharides, ‘ 
the 
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the fufpicion from the individuals who were the firft objects 
of it, in order to make it fall upon an enemy, a man that is 
profcribed and banifhed. All this is perfectly confiftent with 
the principles and morals of a Jacobin. But let that Jacobin, 
Rouflelin, {peak for himfelf. 


«© If we enquire what perfons Hocue moft lived with during his 
ftay at Paris, in July laft ; what reafons a certain S*** had to watch 
all his motions, to follow him wherever he went, and to render a 
faithful account of the whole to Pichegru—this reflection, connected 
with the obfervations made upon his body by the faculty, removes all 
doubt as to the deplorable fate of Hocne, opens his wound afrefh, 
and, in a manner, caufes the dead to move.’’ 

It would be an infult to the honour of Pichegru, and to the 
feelings of our readers, to attempt any ferious confutation of 
a calumny fo foul and atrocious, The man who, under the 
knife of Robefpierre, refufed, at the rifk of his life, to exe- 
cute a barbarous decree,* will never be fufpected of being an 
aflaffin. ‘The impudence of Citizen Rouflelin would juttify 
us in ftating, without ceremony, our own ideas of this in- 
famous tranfaction ; but we fhall content ourfelves with pre- 
fenting the opinion of perfons who have had the beft op- 
portunity of acquiring information on the fact, and whofe 
opinion has been fince adopted by all France. This will ferve 
to fhew much better than his panegyrift has done, why Hocus 
was not employed to tranfaét the bufinefs of the 4th of Sep- 
tember 1797. That General had concerted with the three 
Direétors, Barras, Rewbel, and La Reveillere Lepaux, (but 

more particularly with the firlt,) the plan of that day; and, in 
the hope of being a Dire¢tor in the place of Carnot, had con- 
fented to take upon himfelf the tafk of providing the neceflary 
number of troops for the execution of the projeét.t The corps 
which had been detached from his army for this purpofe hav- 
ing approached the capital, the members of the moderate party 
in the councils, and the journals that were attached to their 
caufe, denounce their arrival, and difclofed the plot which they 
were deftined to execute. Whether the three Directors did 
not think themfeives yet fufficientiy fure of fuccefs, or whether, 





eo 


* The decree by which it was ordered that the army fhould give 
no quarter to the Englith foldiers, or to any foldiers in Englifh pay. 
+ Befides this conne@tion of Hocur with the three Directors, he 
was leagued with BuonaparTE, at whofe inftigation, indeed, it was 
that he firft embarked in this bufinefs ; and we have every reafon to 
believe, that whatever might have been the determination of the 
Directory, Hocue and Buonaparte would themfelves, with the 
afliftance of their refpective armies, have atchieved the Revolution of 

Beptember 1797, 
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more artful than Hoche, they withed to throw the whole 
refponfibility of the meafure upon him, and to reap the whole 
advantage of it themfelves, they did not dare to fupport the 
General openly, gave him no pofitive and written order, and 
thus left him in a fituation that might have proved extremely 
critical, if the councils had had more addrefs or more vigour. 

Hoche felt very fenfibly the condu& of the Direftory towards 
him, and broke out into violent reproaches, acculing them of 
cowardice and perfidy, and even going fo far as to threaten 
to divulge their fecrets. It was a (hort time after this that he 
felt the firft effects of that poifon which put an end to his 
exiftence. It was very natural that the knowledge of all thefe 
facts fhould tend to fix the imputation of having poifoned 
Hoche on thofe who had already committed fo many crimes, 
and who, by means of this, flattered themfelves they thould be 
able to conceal a great number of others, and to fecure them- 
felves again{ft the eventual vengeance of a powerful accom- 
puce. Public opinion then has, agreeably to the maxim of 
Cicero, afcribed the crime to thofe who had profited by its 
commiffion. Time, perhaps, will remove all doubts of the 
fa&t ; at prefent, as the author has faid on another occafion, 
itis a fecret buried in the tomb of Hoche and in the bofom of 
Barras. 

_¥he author finifhes the hiftory of Hoche’s life with a funeral 
eulogy, in which he exclaims, ‘‘ How did this magnanimous 
hero fall ?’’—thereby profaning a paflage in the holy writings, 
in. the book of Maccabees, which had been much more happily 
and more fuitably applied by Flechier, in his funeral oration 
on Marthall de Turenne. 

We have given a more copious account of this book than its 
intrinfic merit called for, and than many of our readers, peshaps, 


would have defired. I[t would, however, be infnitely longer 
were we to notice all the marks of ignorance, itupidity, and 
wickednefs, which it contains ; all the contradictions* which it 


1 +) } 


exhibits, and all the deviations from truth with which itabounds 
‘The author has demonftrated the truth of the maxim, that he 


who proves too much proves nothing; and it is difficult to 





* In one place he fays, ‘* Hoche 7s confautly awake ;’’—a little 
farther, §* He /eeps like Alexander, on the eve of a battle.’?’—W« 
are told, {p. 28.) that §* the brave Hoche faw this accident at a dif- 
tance of three leagues; he had a quick and ftrong fight, he diftin- 
guifhed objects at a greater diftance than another man could with the 
aflifianee of a /pying-glafs.”’ Yet (in P. 354) we find, that, “with 


a /pying-gla/s in his hand, he watched the execution of his orders.”’— 


The work abounds with fimilar inftances of inconfiftency and contra. 
diction, 
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fay which has done moft injury to the memory of Hoche—the 
General himfelf or his panegyritt. If, inftead of canverting 
this ‘child of the Revolution into a fublime genius, an immortal 
hero, and an accomplilhed general, he had contented himfelf 
with reprefenting him as 2 man of courage and capacity; if he 
had told us, that, on his firft entrance i1 me the army, he had 
difplayed an intelligent and martial difpofition ; that, when a 
ge neral, he had fhown talents, boldnefs, and activity ; if, 

inftead of afcribing all his fur celle to his tranfcendant genius 
aa fcientific mind, he had ¢ tcknowledged that Hoche, like 
Buonaparte and all the other republican generals, ‘was in- 
debted for his triumphs to a powerful combination of old 
monarchial means with new revolutionary means; if, inftead 
of talking of war like : a pedant, he had given a faithful de {crip- 

ion of the g general’s campaigns ; if, in fhort, inftead of writing 
like a men nber of the Jacobin Club, or of the Conftitutional 
Circle, he had obferved fome degree of decency, fhewn fome 
refpect for misfortune, and fome rega ard to truth, he might 
have hoped to. infpire the public, if not with fentiments of 
admiration and regret for his hero, at leaft with indulgence and 
compailion ; and his book might have found fome readers, and 
have excited fome intereit. As it is, we can only recommend 
it to the perufal of fuch as have a tafte for pure Jacobinifm, 
or who with to learn the art of transforming an ordinary man 
into a great hero. 

The lite of Hoche is followed by a large volume of letters, 
military orders, and proclamations. In the letters Hoche 
appears in a variety of characters: at one time he {wears like 
a grenadier, at another he wifhes to pafs fora fkilful general, 
a itatefman, and alegiflator. His letters are not wholly un- 
interefting ; one of them, addrefled to Carnot, on the defence 
of Alface and the Palatinate, proves that Hoche had examined 
thofe countries like an able officer. In another we find that he 
was the man who fuggefted to the Dire&tory the idea of form- 
ing the malefactors and galley-faves into regiments, which 
were afterwards landed on the Welch coaft. The greater 
part of the letters relate to the laft months of the war in La 
Vendée and again{ft the Chouans, and throw, through the 
republican prifm, confiderable light upon that unfortunate con+ 
te{t, and. upon the pacification by which it was terminated ;— 
but they are not of a nature to admit either of extrad or 

analyfis. “They may merit the attention of thofe who took an 
active part, or have an immediate intereft, in the fcenes which 
they defcribe. The moft interefting article, in’ the whole 
volume, to an Englith reader, is a proclamation of eight pages, 
which Hoche intended to addrefs to the people of Ireland, as 

oon as he fhould have fet foot in their country, ‘ 
RT. 
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Art. III. Campagne du General Buonaparte en Italie, pene 
dant les Années 4. et 5 de la Republique Frangoife ; par un 
Officter General, 1. e.---General Buonaparte’s Campaign 
in Italy, during the fourth and fifth Years of the French 
Republic, by a General Officer. 8vo. Price 6s. Paris, 
Imported by De Boffe, Gerard Street, 


HIS book contains little more than a colle€&tion of mi- 
litary reports, from Generals Buonaparte and Berthier 


. to the Executive Directory, in 1796 and 1797 ; all of which 


appeared at the time in the public prints, The difaftrous 
events which they relate are {till frefh in the memory of the 
public; and the enormities and exaggerations which they 
exhibit cannot be forgotten.* It would therefore be an ufe- 
lefs tafk to analyze thefe reports, but, at the fame time, we 
think it neceflary to expofe one important error, into which 
the Republican General who has edited the work has fallen, 
or, to {peak more properly, into which it is his wifh and de- 
fign to lead his readers, 

“This General, whofe name does not appear, but who is 
known to be Mr. de Pommereuil, is one of thofe men to whom 
the French Revolution has afforded, under the {pecious pretext 
of political opinions, an opportunity of liberating themfelves 
from ali the ties of morality, and more particularly, from 
the bonds of gratitude. Diftinguifhed by his talents in the 
corps of Royal Artillery to which he belonged, Mr. de 
Pommereuil was taken to Naples by General de Salis, with 
the permiffion of the King of France, placed at the head of 
the Neapolitan artillery, made Brigadier-General, and loaded 
with fayours by the King and Queen of the Two Sicilies. As 
foon as the French Revolution broke out, Mr. de Pomme- 
reuil became one of its moft zealous partifans, and difplayed 
his principles in fo indecent a manner, both in his language 

and conduét, that the court of Naples was, at length, obliged 
ro difmifs bine the fervice, and banifh him. from the king- 
dom. He then repaired to France, where he found not only 
a, country, but what he liked much better, a democracy. 





* Such of our readers as are anxious to acquire an accurate ac- 
count of thefe events, alike exempt from exaggeration on the one 
ude, and concealment on the other, may obtain it by a reference ta 
‘“« The Hiftory of the Campaign of 1796,’? in Italy, publifhed in 
Englith laft year, by Cadell and Davies, 


His 
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His military talents, his political opinions, and more than 
all thefe, his fignal ingratitude to a crowned head, operated 
as the {trengeft poffible “recommendation to the leaders of the 
Rev olution, who foon introduced him to the Military Com- 
mittée, that is principally entrufted with the dire€tion of the 
war, of which he is {till a member, and one of its moit 
able members ;—but enough of the man; we fhall now no- 
tice the commentaries which, in his editorial capacity, he 
has been pleafed to add to the reports of General Buona- 
arte, whom he feems anxious to furpafs, even in the boldeft 
flights of 4is Quixotic imagination. 

After giving a brief fketch of the {tate of Italy at the open- 
ing of the campaign of 1796, Mr. de Pommereuil gravely 
exhibits the following ftatement of the military force of 


France and her enemies. 


‘¢ The Auftrian forces amounted, at this period, to 80,060 men ; 
the regular army of the King of Sarpinra to 60,000; his militia, 
all difciplined, and ready to take the field, to 30,000; the Porr had 
affembled 30,000; the King of Narves had at his difpofal 80,000 ; 
Italy, therefore, pofleffed an armed force of 280,000 men ready to 
repel the aggreflion of France, while the whole force of the French 


army in Italy did not exceed, at that time, 56,000 men.” 


We could never expect, from the pen of a revolutionary 
General, an impartial eftimate of the force oppofed to the 
Republican armies; but it had not entered our imagination, 
that a writer of this defcription would fo far rely on the ig- 
norance and credulity of Europe, as to expeét that an impo- 
fition fo grofs would be received as fat. We take upon our- 
felves to affirm, without fear of contradiction from thofe who 
have the beft information on the fubjeét, that the Auftrian 
forces in Italy did not exceed 35,000 men, inc cluding a corps 
of Neapolitans attached to the Imperial army ; that the re- 
gular troops and armed militia of the King if "Sardinia did 
not amount to 50,o00 men; and that the French army (in- 
cluding 25,000 men under the command of General Keller 
man, which mutt be taken into the account, fince they ferved 
to keep at bay nearly one half of the Sardinian forces,) 
amounted, at leaft, to 85,000 men! As tothe Papal and Nea- 
politan troops, (w hich are eftimated at double their real num- 
ber) it is as abfurd to fay that they were oppofed to the 
French, as it would be to fay that the 800,000 foldiers, which 
the French themfelves boafted of having g, were oppofed to 
the Auftrians and Sardinians. The Pope did not fend a fing! 
man againit the French, until the month of February in the 


following year, and of the whole Neapolitan army they had 
only 
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only to combat the fmall corps which had already joined the 
Auttrians in Lombardy. 

To augment the number of the vanquiihed in order to 
enhance the glory of the viétors, is no novel practice. ‘The 
Greek hiftorians exaggerated the force of the armies of Xerxes 
and Darius in order to give additional {plendor to the victories 
of the Athenians, and the triumphs of Alexander. Thefe 
errors, however, were rectified by fubfequent writers ; and 
Mr. De Pommereuil can have no right to expect, that in an age 
when the means of information are fo numerous and fo eaf 
of attainment, the modeff accounts of Republican candour 
will be received without fufpicion, or without enquiry. 

After the bold falfehood which we have here expr ofed, our 
commentator begins his hiitory of the campaign of 1796, 
with the official account of the battle of Montenot te, and 
finifhes with the treaty of Leoben. He contents himfelf 
with interlarding the military reports, proclamations, {peeches, 
addreffes, and treaties of peace, which form the contents of 
the volume, with a number of revolutionary phrafes of his 
own. . Qur readers: will not expect us to enter into an ana- 
lyfis of this prolix and tirefome coilection ; but we recom- 
mend it tothofe, who obftinately perfift in believing that Bus- 
naparte is not only an able Ger neral, but a great man; and-who 
make his political talents his indore) qualities, and particu- 
Jarly his humanity, the fubje&t of their admiration, and the 
theme of their applaufe. —They will fee in what manner this 
Italian treated his tellow-countrymen ; and, probably, the con- 

ueror of the Milanefe and, Romagna ; : the founder of the 
Cifalpine Republic ; the deftroyer of Binafco, Lugo, and 
Afquata, will himfelf remove the film that obfcures the men- 
tal fight of his panegyrifts. 


, ——s 





Art. IV. Defenfe de l’Ordre focial contre les Principes de 
la Revolution Francaife, par M1, L’ Abbé de V. Vic. we 
de L—-, i.e. A Defence of Social Order agal nfi t 
Principles of the. French Revolution, by the Abbé de V. 
Vicar General of L . Svo. Pp. 384. Price 6s. Ham- 
burg.. Imported by Dulau, W ardour Street. 





HIS is a new edition, with four additional chapters, and 
various alterations in the body of the w ‘ork, of a book 
entitled “‘ 4n Examination of the Principles of the French 
Revolution,” which was publifhed at Wolfenbuttel in the 
year 1795. The author is the Abbé des Voifin, formerly 
Profeflor of Divinity in the Sorbonne and Vicar “General 
of 
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of Laon, but now a refugee in Germany. He was diftin- 
guilhed, before the Revolution, for different works on reli- 
gious fubjets, written with energy and judgement ; and the 
book before us is well calculated not only to confirm, but to 
extend, his literary regulations. We thall divide our review 
of it into three parts; the firft will contain an analyfis of the 
firft feven chapters, in which fociety is confidered as a human 
in{titution ; the fecond, an analyfis of the laft feven chapters, 
in which fociety is exateined in its connection with reli- 
gion, and in which the two French conftitutions of 1791 
and 1 795 are difcufled ; the third will contain our critical ob- 
fervations on the work. 

The author exprelfes his firm conviction, a conviction 
which we partake in common, we believe, with all who have 
duly inveftigated this important fubject, that the plan of the 
French Revolution affeéts the whole world ; and that its 
danger and its fallacy are demonttrated by nine years of fuc- 
ceflive Revolutions, Legiflatures, and Conftitutions, which 
have been produétive of nothing but anarchy, plunder, and 
immorality. He, therefore, propofes to remove the film of 
prejudice from the eyes of men, in other refpects, enlightened, 
who, while they deteft the crimes of the Revolution, with to 
perfuade themfelves, that the f{peculative principles which 
con{titute its bafis are ftriétly conformable with the laws of 
nature and found policy; that the fatal effets which they 
have produced in France have only been occafioned by the 
abufe of them, by a light, impetuous, and inconfiderate 
people ; and that any other nation might eafily profit by the 
knowledge and the errors of the French, and “ftop precifely 
at that point at which liberty begins to degenerate into li- 
centioufnefs. 

Putting fads, then, out of the queftion, and confidering 


the French Revolution folely in its {peculative principles, the 


author undertakes to prove, that the prefent ftate of France 
is the natural and neceflary effect of its principles and its 
fpirit ; that fo long as thofe principles and that fpirit fhall fub- 
fift, the laws will remain without force, the paflions without 
reftraint, and property without fecurity. He maintains, 
that the people derived the immoral and feditious notions 
which led them to commit fuch criminal exceffes, from 
the Declaration of the Rights of Man and of the Citizen, 
publithed by the firft National Affembly; and that it was 
in the execution of thofe pretended rights, that the real rights 
of nature, religion, juftice, and humanity were fo fcanda- 
loufly violated. His inference from thefe melancholy truths 
is, that it was not the national charafter that gave a falfe 
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and vicious direction. to the principles of the French Re- 
volution; but that it was thefe principles that fubverted and 
totally obliterated the national charaGter ; that, wherever this 
peftilential leaven fhall be introduced, it will oceafion as 
‘many, and, perhaps, more, calamities, becaufe licentioufnefs 
and anarchy are not fimple abuifes, but neceilary means and 
inevitable confequences of the revolutionary fyftem ;—that 
every attempt to make a compromife with the French Revo- 
lution, by feeking to qualify or modify its maxims, mult be 
fruitlefs and vain; and that it muft either be received with 
all the crimes which fltained the foil of France with blood, 
and polluted the bofoms of her people with difhonour, or its 
murderous dogmas, by the aid of which it eltablifhed itfelf, be 
firmly and indig nantly repelled. 

Before he enters upon the proof of thefe pofitions, M. des 
Voilin offers fome general reflections on the nature of civil 
fociety and the foundations of government; he next difcufles 
the fundamental principles of the Rev olution, that is to fay, 
Liberty, Equality, the Sovereignty of the People, and the 
right of Infurrection ; he then examines what are the true 
titles, rights, and limits of the Sovereign Power; confiders 
religion in its connection with focial order ; and, laftly, in 
order to trace the Revolution through all its ftages, goes back 
to the Conftitution of 1791, and finithes his work with a 
brief difquifition on that of 1 795+ 

Each of thefe important queftions forms the fubject of a 
feparate chapter, and the difcuflion is condu€ted with wif- 
dom, moderation, method, and great ftrength of argument. 
We fometimes meet with new ideas, or, at leaft, with ideas 
prefented ina new form. ‘The ftyle is uniformly clear, dig- 
nified, and correct; and the author poffeffes, in an eminent 
degree, the difficult art of reducing to a level with the plaineit 
underftanding, fubjects abftrufe in themfelves, and rendered 
almoft unintelligible by the metaphyfical abftraétions of other 
writers. 

The firft chapter opens with the proof of that grand truth, 
that a focial ftate is the natural {tate of man ; that the total in- 
dependence on all politive law, which is fuppofed to have pre- 
ceded the inftitution of civil fociety, is improperly termed a 
ftate of nature; that man is never more vicious, more de- 
graded, more wretched, than when he knows no other laws 
than thofe of nature: not that thofe laws, if they were ob- 
ferved, are incapable of infuring the happinefs of -indivi- 
duals, and the peace of families, but becaufe long experi- 
ence has proved that they can only be known and obferved 
when explained and protected by the laws of fociety. y 

et, 
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Yet, we are told, we muft not look in hiftory for the princi- 
ples of civil fociety, fince hiftory only contains an uninter- 
rupted narrative of errors and crimes. ‘The author, there- 
fore, is conftrained to admit (for the fake of argument) the 
exiftence of that fate of mature which he has juit before re- 
prefented as chimerical. And, arguing on this fuppofition, he 
enters upon the enquiry how governments would have been 
formed, if juitice had prefided at their inftitution. He 
thus traces their origin to the voluntary union of different fa- 
milies, who, after due deliberation, fubject themfelves to the 
domination of chiefs, on whom they confer the right of pro- 
viding for every object of public utility, and, confequently, 
the right of commanding and reftraining ; impofing, in re- 
turn, the obligation of prote@ting;—all which conftitutes 
sovereignty, implying the exiftence of three powers, the /e- 
‘giflative, the executive, and the federative, or political, 

M. des Voifin, like Montefquieu and Ariltotle,* admits 
but three fimple forms of government, Demacracy, Ar iftocracy, 
and Monarchy. Defpotif he confiders as a corruption of 
monarchy. Democracies, we are told, form the only true 
Republics, in oppofition to the'well- known divifions of ‘Mon- 
te{quieu. Democracy can only preferve the liberty of indi- 
viduals at the expence of public tranquillity ; monarchy is 
more favourable to internal peace than to perfonal freedom ; 
ariftocracy maintains tranquillity or liberty, accordingly as it 
approximates mo{t to monarchy or democracy. In general 
that government is beft, which is beft adapted to the cha- 
racter, manners, habits, prejudices, and -local fituation of a 
people; but the antiquity of a government the author re- 
gards as one of the effential characteriftics af relative per- 
fection, 

Perfonal fafety, liberty, and property, can only exift under 
moderate governments, that is, under fuch governments as 
acknowledge fundamental laws which fix, re{train, and di- 
reét the exercife of fupreme power, and in which no citizen 
can be deprived of his property, his liberty, or life, but in vir- 
tue of a public fentence, pranqunces | in a legal manner. No- 
thing of this kind can fubfift either in a defpotic govern- 
ment, or in a democracy, becaufe defpots, and the multi- 
tude, acknowledge nothing fuperior to themfelves, and can- 
not be bound to day by their decrees of yefterday. 





* See, on this fubje&, the review of Dr. Giilies’s Tranflation of 
Ariftotle,- Pp. 518, et /¢7- 
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The author, after having proved, in confutation of the 
arrogant affertions of revolutionary jurifts, that a monarchical 
government is not lefs fufceptible than mixed and Republican 
governments of a conititution calculated to prevent the abufes 
of arbitrary power, undertakes to demonftrate that the French 
monarchy actually poffeffed fuch a conttitution; that is to 
fay, that, without having a conftitutional charter, figned by 
the King, and: the reprefentatives of the nation, it had a 
form of government regulated by fundamental laws and in- 
violable cuftoms; this difeuflion tends to refute the dofrine 
of thofe writers who confound aé/slute power, of which 
all refiftance is unlawful, fo long as it confines itfelf within 
its proper fphere of action, with arbitrary power, whofe 
{phere knows no other limits than the paffions and caprice of 
adefpot. We muft refer our readers to the work itfelf tor 
that train of reafoning, the object of which is to prove that 
no authority can exift in all refpeéts defpotic. 

Befides the three primitive forms of government, there are 
mixed governments in which the principles of the three fimple 
forms are mutually balanced. The Englifh government is 
of this defcription, but the author’s fentiments on that topic 
will come more properly under confideration in the fecond 
divifion of ouranalyfis. ‘The remaining part of this chapter 
is devoted to the confutation of that well-known political 
maxim—that wherever the legiflative and executive powers 
are vefted in the fame hands, defpotifm mutt be eftablifhed. 

The fubje& of the fecond chapter is /ider/y, and it con- 
tains an enquiry into the extent of that liberty which nature 
gives to all mankind, and how far it may be modified by 
focial inftitutions. In the moftextenfive fignification of the 
term, liberty is the right and the power to do whatever-a 
man pleafes to do; but both the right and the power are li- 
mited by nature ; for if every man had a right to do whatever 
he pleafed, no man would poflefs the power to do it; there 
would be an inceffant conflict of contending inclinations, and 
the effe&t of fuch ftruggle would be the annihilation of all 
right and of all liberty. The prefervation of the human race, 
and the intereft of each individual, therefore, require that 
liberty fhould be confined within certain boundaries, fixed 
by a law which afcertains its extent and regulates its 
motions. 

The definition of liberty contained in the French De- 
claration of the Rights of Man, is vicious, inafmuch as it 
excludes thofe duties. to God, to ourfelves, and to others, 
which are prefcribed by the natural and by the divine law ; 
and inafmuch as it applies to the law of nature, what is 

folely 
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iid 
folely applicable to the laws of fociety ; and afcribes to the 
latter, exclufively,. that compulfive force which appertains 
{till more ftrongly to the divine law. Under the empire of 
the triple law, natural, divine, and focial, man is free, be- 
caufe he can do any thing which is not forbidden by reafon 
nor by the laws of fociety ; but emancipation from all law 
only produc es the reign of licentioufnefs. In the mind of the 
fage, the idea of liberty is bavariably alfociated with that of 
fubmiffion ; in the minds of the vulgar it always engenders 
notions of independence and impunity; and, in the minds 
of the leaders of the French Revolution, the ery of liberty 
was an invitation to revolt, and revolt was a means of efta- 
blifhing their own power over the people, whom they had li- 
berated ee the falutary yoke vA the law. 

Having ably fup ported thefe different P fitions, the author 
proceeds to thew, “tha at each indivic idual, in changing a ftate of 
nature for a {tate of fociety, gains more by the limitation: of 
the freedom of others, than he lofes by the diminution of 
his own ; that every arbitrary exercife of power is an illegal 
a&; that the fovereign himfelt is fubjected to laws and 
fornis, the violation of w hich renders ail acts of authority 
void, and of no effet; that, if, on extraordinary occafions, 
the public good demands from him a neglect of forms, 
fuch interruption of a particular law is juftified by the general 
law, which ve ig in him all the power that is neceflary for the 
fafety of the ftate. Hence the appointment of a Diéator at 
Rome, and hence the fufpenfion of the /2cheas Corpus AG 
in England. 

T hefe obfervations are confined to civil I: berty ; as to poli- 


tical libe ty, W hich gives the right of concurrence in the for- 
mation of laws, is it true, as Rouffeau and his revolutionary 
difciples have pretended, that very member of the commu- 


nity has a natural, is alienate, and imprefcriptible right to 
fuch concurrence? The arguments of M. des Voifin on 
this point, will not admit of abridgement or extract ; but they 
are worthy of particular attention, pgheags S| thofe which 
he adduces to prove, that the people are elfentially i incapa- 
ble of taking a part in the political adminiftration of affairs, 
and that democr. atic writers only affert their right toa thare 
in the government in the hope of governing them at their 
pleafure. ‘The author concludes this ch: apter with the juft 
obfervation, th at true liberty confitis in fubmiffion to the 
laws; that Sovereigns are the puardians and defenders of 
liberty; that liberty difappears the moment the people 
prefume to believe head telves fuperior to the laws and to the 

foye- 
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fovereign ; and, laftly,.that an unbridled defire of liberty 
invariably leads to flavery. 

Equality, which conftitutes the fubje& of the third chapter, 
is divided, like /:4erty, into natural, civil, and political. From 
the developement of this triple equality refults the confutation 
of the firft article of The Declaration of the Rights of Man, 
that ‘‘ men are born equal in rights.” 

In inveftigating the firft {pecies of equality, the author 
admits the fuppofition that, in a ftate of nature, every man 
enjoys the fame rights, and the power of exercifing them; 
but if fuch equality fubfifted de jure, it could not fubfitt de 
Jago; andthe incompatibility of this perfect equality with 
the prefervation of the human fpecies occafioned the change of 
a ftate of nature for a ftate of fociety. Social inftitutions were 
eftablifhed for the exprefs purpofe of corre€ting the prodigi- 
ous inequality produced by the difference of the phyfical, in- 
tellectual, and moral qualities of individuals, and of eftablith- 
ing among beings, fo unequal in themfelves, all that relative 
equality of which they are fufceptible. 

Civil equality renders all the members of the fame ftate 
amenable to the fame laws, which enfure to all the quict 
poffeflion of whatever they inherit from nature, or from their 
anceftors, or whatever they acquire by induftry ; that is to fay, 
an equal right to unequal poffefjions. ‘This is the only fenfe in 
which all the members of focicty are equal in rights. That 
inequality, without which fociety could not exiit, is not a 
focial inftitution ; it has its fource in nature; it is the in- 
evitable effe&t of f{trength and weaknefs, virtue and vice, in- 
telligence and ftupidity, labour and idlenefs. Thus the fub- 
jection of all to general and common laws conttitutes civil 
equality. In this fenfe the affertion is true, ‘‘ that the law 
ought to be the fame for all, whether for the purpofe of pro- 
tection or of punifhment, and that all citizens are equal in the 
eyes of the law;” but it by no means follows from hence, that 
they have all an equal right of admifiion to all dignities, 
places, &c. according to their capacity, and without any other 
diftin€tion than their virtues and their talents. 

The author here obferves, that it is eflential to the public 
good, that places and employments fhould only be given to 
thofe who combine with merit to poflefs fitne/s to enjoy them ; 
that this merit and this fitnefs do not confift folely in the 

offeffion of virtuc and talents; but that other circumftances 
muft be taken into confideration, fuch as age, fervices, and 
even birth ; for nobility, he tells us, isa prejudice whofe roots 
are fixed in the nature of man, fince it is found to have been 
eftablifhed, under fome form or other, among all civilized 
nations ; 
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nations; a molt ufeful prejudice, too, fince it fupplies the 
itate with the means of purchafing the greateft poflible fervices 
with the leaft poflible expence. All that can be required upon 
this fubje& is, that a defe&t of birth fhould not operate as an 
exclufion from places of truft. 

Political equality, which confifts in a right enjoyed by every 
member of the community to have a fhare in the government 
of the country, without any other dxtinétion than that which 
arifes from the poffeflion of virtue and talents, can only be 
preferv: ed by the deftru€ion of civil equality; becaufe it is 
effential to the exiftence of the firft, that the government fhould 
be invefted with great power, in order to enforce obedience to 
the law, and the laft tends to, thwart and enfeeble the opera- 
tions of government. Political equality, our author obferves, 
is as incompatible with a well-conftituted ftate as political 
liberty is neceflary to it; and he eftablitfhes this pofition—rit, 
By the advantages of an hereditary monarchy, which is the moft 
marked diftinétion in focial order, as it is the moft favourable 
to the liberty of the people :—2d, By the fubordination neceffary 
for the fupport of public tranquillity, which implies, on the 
one hand, the permanent right of command, and, on the other, 
the duty of obedience ; an adv antage not to be found i in demo- 
cracies, where the magiftrates may be difmiffed at the pleafure 
of the multitude ; nor in defpotic governments, where all the 
officers of ftate are immediately fubject to the nod of the 
defpot :—2d, Becaufe, in every civilized ftate, the members 
of the community, divided into different claffes, have diftinétions 
and prerogatives, which form a facred property connected with 
public order,. and which cannot be attacked without fhaking 
the very foundations of the conttitution, as has been done in 
France. This political inequality is by no means inconfiftent 
with civil equality, becaufe the moft favoured claifes can never 
rife fuperior to the law, and privileges and diftin@ions do not 

effet the fecurity of perfons and property, which every indi- 
vidual ought to enjoy in an equal degree. 

M. des Voifin, in his laft argument, on inequality as it 
refpects property, confutes the metaphyfician Sieyes, who, 
treating the conftitution of empires as a queftion of arithmetic, 
and forgetting that the {tate is compofed of men and property, 
has applied to > the French monarchy, during fourteen centuries, 
notions taken from a {tate of nature, and has pretended to 
demonttrate that the third eftate con{tituted the nation, after 
confounding the numerous claffles of men who had neither 
property nor vote with the third eftate, which was exclufively 
compofed of Burghers poffefling peopenry. Thus we fee 
that Marat iffued trom.the {chool of $ ieyes, and that the con- 

ftitutionalifis 











=So APPENDIX. 


ftitutionalifts were the men who fupplied the Jacobins with 
the principle of equality, of which the laft had only to draw 
the confequence. ‘This chapter is clofed with the following 
appofite extract, from an autiior who will not be fufpeéted of 
favouring ari/tecratica! prejudices :— 


«6 The chimera of equality,’’ fays the famous Raynal, ** is 
moft dangerous of all chimeras in civil fociety. ‘To preach t 
fyftem to the people is nor to remind them of their rights, but to in. 
Rigate them to acts of murder and pillage ; it is to let loofe domeflic 
animals on the world, and to convert them into wild beafts,”’ 


“e 


th 
1 
i} its 


The fundamental! dos gma of the revolutionary {tience, the 
fe vereignty of the peop! le, which forms the fubje&t of the fourth 

chapter, has been fupported by the } revolutionary philofophers, 
as well as by the philofop her of Geneva, to whom they were 
indebted for it, merely by vague aiflertions, deftitute of proof, 
frequently contradi@tory, and almoft always founded on equi- 
vocal premifes. The author’s obje& is to fhew that this doc- 
trine is foreign from the nature of the focial compaét, and that 
the people have.no intereft in f{upporting it. 

In faét, in a {tate of nature, a1 nd previous to the formation 
of the focial compact which gives birth to the fovereignty, the 
people are independe nt, but they are not /overergn ; for the mind 
cannot conceive the exiftence of fovereignty ‘without the 
co-exiftence of a ftate, a government. By the focial compact 
the people ceafe to be independent and become fubje&ts. ‘The 
people, then, can have no natural and inalienable right to change 
the form of the eftablifhed government, unlefs fuch_ right 
be. fpecitically vefted-in them by the conftitutional code ttfelf ; 
becaufe thofe claufes in the code which impofe limitations da 
the fovereignty, and provide for the depofition of the fovereign, 
do not arife out of the nature of things; whence it follows 
that abfolute and irrevocable monarchy i is not, neceffarily, a 
violation of right or of reafon. 

The author farther remarks, that even where the,conftitu- 
tional. code exprefsly contains fuch claufes as thefe before- 
mentioned, applicable to certain fixed cafes, the people would 
not, on that account, have a right to allume the fovereign 
power, and to change ‘the form of the government, becaufe thé 
tundamental law, which fpecifies thofe cafes, hasalfo fpecified 
by what court the fovereign fhall be tried, and has provided 
for the fucceffion ; and fuch trials, far from involving a revoca- 
tion of the focial compact, only te nd to carry it into execution. 
From the difcuffion of thefe principles, which well deferves to 
be read with attention, it refults, that the dogma of the /ove- 
reignty of the people, as adopted by Routieau and the reach 

democrats, 
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démocrats, and as eftablifhed in the third article of the decla= 
ration of the rights of man, is a mere modern paradox, which 
has no foundation in the laws of nature, which is belied by the 
public law of all nations, and which leads to confequences 
pregnant with extreme danger to the people themfelves. The 
author here takes occafion to juftify emigration, points out the 
dangers inherent in popular affemblies, fhews the ftrange 
alfociation of ideas contained in the expreffion of a Jegiflative 
people, (peuple legiflateur,;) and concludes by obferving— 


** That the fovercignty cannot refide in the people, fince the people 
always ftand in need of being governed ; that the legiflative power 
cannot be vefted in them, becaufe the object of legiflation is to im- 
pofe reftraints on them; that the-public force ought not to be en. 
trufted to their care, becaufe then there would be no force to keep 
them in order; and, in fhort, that, under a government where the 
public force is vefted in the multitude; there exifts neither power nor 
public force, and the people are never greater flaves than when they 
believe themfelves to be fovereign.’’ 


General infurreétion is ftated, in the fifth chapter, to flow 
neceflarily from the principle of the fovereignty of ihe people ; 
partial infurre€tion, confecrated, by the fecond article of the 
Declaration of thé Rights of Man, as a natural and imprefcrip- 
tible right, proceeds from faétions. But no fuch right can 
poffibly be inherent in focial man. When men enter into 
fociety, each refigns a portion of thofe rights which he enjoyed 
in the {tate of nature ;—the objet, then, of all political affo- 
Ciation is the prefervation of the natural rights, fince thofe 
tights are neceflarily modified by the provifions of the focial 
compaét, may be partially alienated by voluntary conventions, 
and even wholly orfeited by the commiffion of crimes. Now 
the right of infurre&tion, or of refiftance to oppreflion, is only 
attached to a ftate of nature, in which there exifts neither 
general law, acknowledged magiftracy, nor public force. 
But fuch right is wholly incompatible with every idea of a 
political affociation, the objeét of which is to fubftitute the 
general will for the will of individuals, to compel all the mem- 
bers of the community to fubjeét their pretenfions to the public 
authority, and to deftroy every trace of that primitive anarchy, 
in which every man was a judge in his own caufe; as would 
be the cafe, at this time, were the French declaration of rights 
reduced to practice. 

By expofing the neceffary inconveniencies of this doétrine, 
and applying them to the prefent ftate of France, the author 
proves, inconteftibly, that the diffolution of focial order is the 


inevitable confequence of it. Whence it follows, that the 
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right of infurrection is not lefs fatal to the people than to the 
fovereign, and that it is ever an inftrument of trouble and fedi= 
tion, directed againit the prevailing power of the day, what- 
ever that may be, whether lawful orufurped. T he prefent 
rulers of France were thoroughly aware of this ; for, by the 
17th and 18th articles of The New Rights of Man, and by the 
third article of his duties, which are placed at the head of the 
conftitution of 1795, they took from the people the natural 
and impreferiptible right of infurrection which had been con- 
ferred by their predeceflors, Thus it is that plunderers 
return to principles of juftice when they come to a divifion of 
their {poils. 

The inviolability of the fevereign power is confidered, in the 
fourth chapter, as a neceilary confequence of the focial com- 
pact, which is, in its very nature, Perpetual. By Sovereign the 
author means, in abfolute monarchies, the monarch govern- 
ing by fundamental laws ; in limited monarchies, the monarch 
in conjunction with the ‘authorities which partake. wil h him 
the rights and the exercife of fovereis gnty ; in republics, the 
affembly to which the conttitution dele: gates the adminiftration 
and the fupreme power. 7 

Such, fays our author, is the nature of the primordial con- 
tract of the political affoci ation; but, although that contract 
produce, between the fovereign.and the people, a Pe 
obligation, it does not fo) low from hence th at diffolution 
enfues the moment the fovereign violates the conditions :— 
uft, Becaufe it is irrevocable in its very nature, unlefs the con- 
ftitutionab code exprefsly declares the contrary ; it was a con- 
fideration of the evils refulting from anarchy that demonitrated 
the neceffity. of this condition, whith is always under{tood :— 
2d, Becaufe, even in the event of a breach, of contract, by one 
of the parties, the renewal of the contraét muft be provided 
for, either by fpecial claufes in the contraét itfelf, or muft be 

a qneftion to be decided by a judge appointed by law, and not 
by the party who pretends to be injured. Such a judge can- 
not exilt in governments where the fovereign power is not 
limited by the conftitution. 

According to this doétrine the focial] contract is effentially 
different from ‘all other contraéts between individuals or be- 
tween different powers ; becaufe thefe laft are founded upon a 
principle of equality, each party preferving his independence, 
and.only engaging to fulfil his part of the contract fo long as 
.the other fulfils his ; but the former is founded upon a princi- 
ple of inequality, one party fubmitting itfelf to the other. In 
this cafe the obligations themfelves are reciprocal and equal, 
but the right of enfercing them is not the fame. Here the 
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author adduces, in fupport of his argument, the marriage con- 
tract, which, in the opinion of the Roman church, is not dif- 
folved by the infidelity of hufband or wife. In his anfwer te 
the objections which he anticipates he maintains that the 7n- 
fiitutor only preferves a fuperiority over the inftituted when he 
eftablifhes that fuperiority over athird party, by delegating to 
him a part of his authority, and not when he appoints him to 
be his f{uperior, and engages to obey him; as in the cafe of a 
woman who marries, and of an army who ele& a general, He 
adds, that the fovereign ought to be independent of the people; 
Lecaufe he is for the people ; for an authority, fubje& to im 
peachment, would not have fufficient power to prote& the 
people againft their own paflions.—He adduces a variety of 
other arguments in fupport of his pofition, which we fhall 
notice in our critical obfervations on the work. 

In the feventh chapter the limits of the fovereign power are 
contidered ; and the author involves himfelf in fome degree of 
embarraifment in difcuffing the queftion of paffive and aive 
reliltance. Although his principles lead him to adopt the firlt, 
he does not abfolutely exclude the laft, in certain cafes. The 
examination of his remarks on this delicate topic we mutt poft- 
pone to a future number, 

(To be continued.) 





ArtT.IV. Les Veeux Temeraires ou L’ Enthoufiafme, &c. i, e. 
The Rajh Vows, or Enthufiafm. A Novel. By Madame de 
Genlis, Author of the Theatre of Education, &c. &c. 
2 Vols. 8vo. Price tos. 6d. Hamburgh, printed; 
imported by L’Homme, New Bond Street, 1798. 


F TER having read the laft novel of Madame de Genlis, 
(the Knights of the Swan,) a difgufting colleétion of 
abfurdities, deftitute of connection, obje@, or morality, and 
calculated to difhonour the woman who could produce fuch 
a work, it required a certain degree of courage to read a fe- 
cond production of the fame pen, in the fame line of com- 
pofition. We have been much pleafed, however, in perufing 
the work new before us, to recognize the ancient {pirit of 
Madame de Genlis, and although this work may net poffefs 
the fame merit, nor difplay the fame tafte, as her early’ pro- 
duGtions, it is exempt from thofe faults which have difgraced 
her later compofitions. The ftyle is pure, the diction cle- 
gant, and fome parts of it are truly interefting. 
The objec of the author is to prove that fenfibility, unac- 
companied by prudence, isa fatal gift; and that virtue, which 
31a has 
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has not reafon for its guide, often acts with all the impru-~ 
dence and impetuofity of unbridled paflion. The work is 
preceded by an epiltolary dedication to Lady Epwarp Fitz- 
GERALD, and Madame MarTuiessen, her two adopted 
daughters, in which fhe tells them that this is the moft moral 
novel that has appeared in the French language, ‘“ and, per- 
haps; the only one which all young ladies, and even thofe 
whofe education is not finifhed, may be allowed to read.” 
We are far from acquiefcing in the juftice of this {tatement ; 
but before we criticife the work we fhall give a brief ana- 
lyfis of its contents. | 
Sainville, a young nobleman belonging to the French 
court, being difgufted with the world, retires, with a friend, to 
one of his eftates in Languedoc. On his arrival, he finds 
that a woman who was wholly unknown, and whofe name 
was Conftance, had alfo retired to this place, and inhabited 
a fmall tarm-houfe upon his eftate, under the idea that the 
proprietor would never come to refide in the country. ‘The 
two friends endeavour, in vain, to fee this reclufe, or to dif- 
cover her real fituation; but letters from Paris, joined to 
a number of circumftances, give them reafon to fuppofe that 
fhe is a famous Englifh courtezan, named Qphelia, Sain- 
wille, who had, of courfe, fallen in love with her, is almoft 
driven to defpair by the receipt of this information, But as 
he was walking one evening in a wood, with his friend, the 
Baron de Vercerl, they heard the cries of a female in difirefs ; 
*twas Conflance attacked by thieves ; the two French cavaliers 
fly to her affiftance, and releafe her from the hands of the 
yufhians, but not till Saznvi//e had been wounded in the {cuffle. 
He was accordingly put into a litter, and carried to Conftance’s 
habitation ; thus an {ntercourfe was eftablifhed between them : 
gratitude compelled Confiance to vifit her deliverer, and alfo 
to receive his vifits. In one of thefe, Sainvil/e defcried 
two {mall drawings with the name of Ophelia at the bottom : 
this difcovery feemed fufficient to remove all doubts as to the 
real fituation of Csnffance, but {till he firmly refufed to be- 
lieve what he ardently wifhed not to be true. At Jength he 
received a letter from Paris, informing him, that Ophelia had 
retired to a convent, and that Conftance was a woman of ‘il- 
Juitrious birth, and celebrated for her misfortunes. Tran- 
{ported with joy, he immediately communicated this intelli- 
gence to Conftance herfelf, who, grateful for the high opi- 
nion which he had ever entertained of her, gave him a manu- 
{cript to read, entitled “‘ The Hiftory of Lady Clarendon.’’— 
Jt was her own hiftory, ) 
Conftance 
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Conftance became.an orphan in her infancy, and married 
Lord Clarendon at avery early age. Es idied with extreme 
fenfibility, and loving her hufvand moft paffionately, fhe was 
very wretched, becaufe Lord Clarendon, after devoting fe- 
veral months tolove, exclufively, returned to his affairs and to 
the fociety of his friends. She did not make known the caufe 
of her forrow to her hufband, but fhut nerfelf up in her own 
apartment, and renounced all company. At firit, Lord Cla- 
rendon confidered this extraordinary condué& as the effect of 
caprice, but finding it perfevered in, and being irritated a- 
gain{t his wife by his own fami ly, who had ftrongly objected 
to the marriage, he entered into a life of diflipation, and, j in 
order to divert the grief which he experienced on account of 
his wife’s condu@t, formed a conne@ion with Ophelia, a 
courtezan, brought het home to his houfe, and accompanied 
her to Bath. During this time, Lady Clastndoti deplores 
her hard fate, and feeks for confolation by making a con- 
fident of her hufband’s brother-in-law, the Count DE LBY, 
the only one of his family who feeme d to intereft himfelf in 
her behalf. After her hufband’s departure, fhe goes, in the 
middle of the night, to his ftudy, to fee whether a picture 
of hers, which he h: id, was {till there ; ; but fhe finds it gone, 
and Ophelia’s s placed in its ftead, and, on either fide, a draw- 
ing, with Ophelia’s name written on it. Thefe the removes, 
and refolves to copy them, and to fubftitute her own copies of 
the originals. ‘This was the occupation of feveral nights, 
for fhe always took them after the fervants had retired, and 
replaced them before they arefe inthe morning. She had no 
fooner completed her tafk, than fhe became dangeroufly ill; 
and Lord Clarendon, the moment he was apprized of it, 
haftened to fee her, and never quitted her until fhe was in a 
{tate of convalefcence. After her recovery he told her, in a 
private conference, that he had learned from the fervants that 
the had let the Count D’Elby into the houfe every night du- 
ring his abfence, that they muft, therefore, feparate; and 
fhe was at liberty to fix upon any ‘of his eftates for the place 
of her refidence in future. Lady Clarendon, ftupified by a 
reproach fo unexpected and fo wiiahienias only anfwered by 
her tears, and her hufband left her be Wage fhe was in a fitu- 
ation to enter upon an explanation of the fubject. She 
fent, however, the two drawings to the Count D’Elby, and 
requetted him to fee her Lord, and explain the w hole bu- 
finefs to him; but the Count ae after informed her, that 
Lord Clarendon was deaf to his entreaties, that no hopes of 
a reconciliation remained, and that he himfelf was on the 
point of fetting out for Italy, in order to confute, by yy ab- 
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fence, the calumnies to which he had innocently given rife. 

Lord Clarendon alfo leaves England, and his lady, at length, 
retires to a country-feat, at which fhe had pafled many happy 
hours, immediately after her marriage. 

Here fhe receives feveral letters from the Count D’Elby, 
who informs her of his intention to return to England, and 
obtains her permiffion. to vifit her. The author betrays 
an extreme ignorance of Exgli/h manners; for fhe makes the 
virtuous Lady Clarendon allow this man, who has been the 
caufe of her feparation from her hufband, to pafs fix weeks 
in the houfe with her—a circumftance, of itfelt, fufficient to 
authorize and confirm all her hufband’s fufpicions. The 
Count, as might be fuppofed, avails himfelf of this indul- 
gence to eradicate from her mind that falutary refpect for 
the world and its opinions, which ferves, at once, as a {ti- 
mulus and a fafeguard to public and to private virtue ; and he 
labours to infpire her with admiration of her own princi- 

les, with gratitude for his attention, and with a blind con- 
S docice | in his probity. As foon as he imagined that he had 
made .a fufficient impreflion, he apprized her of his refolution 
to return to Italy, there to pafs the remainder of his days, 
leaving behind him a wife whom he knew to be faithlefs, and 
a child which he knew not to be his own. The day for his 
departure being fixed, as he now lodged ina neighbouring 
village, he requefted Lady CLARENDON to grant him a pri 
vate interview at eleven o'clock at night, to which, after fopae 
hefitation, fhe confents. But as. they are walking together 
the day before, news is brought to the Count that the houfe 
at which he lodges is on fire ; he immediately runs thither, 
and, during his abfence, his fervant, who has come by ano- 
Sieg road, brings to the houfe a box. that he has refcued, 
with difficulty, from the flames, and delivers it to Lady 
Clarendon. She examines its contents (for the lid was 
broken) and finds her two drawings, and a picture of her- 
felf. he Count’s treachery now becomes manife{t to her; 
and, though fhe laments the: difcovery, fhe entertains a hope 
that it will prove the means of reconciliation with her hufs 
band. 

When the Count comes back, fhe reproaches him with 
his conduct in terms of feverity, and he frankly acknow- 
ledges hisown perfidy, promifes her, at the fame time, to fend 
her a letter the enfuing night, which fhall fatisfy Lord Cla- 
yendon, and promote their union. At the appointed time this 
letter arrives ; it is a mafterly compofition, and may, indeed, 
be confidered as a chef-d’ceuvre ; it announces his determina- 
tion to put an end to his exiftence, and unfolds all his per- 
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Madame de Genlis’s Rafh Vows. A Novel, visi 
fidious machinations, but difplays much fenfibility of mind 
and noblenefs of fentiment. He informs her that he has never 
been in Italy, but has conftantly watched her motions, and 
hovered about her habitation; and he concludes, after having 
taken a poifonous draught. With the Count’s death, which 
eccurs at the conclufion of the firft volume, the whole intereft 
of the novel ceafes. 

Lady Clarendon returns to London, and is reconciled to her 
Lord ; but as the Count’s letter, which produced the recon- 
ciliation, charges the fifter of Lord Clarendon with infidelity, 
they both refolve that it fhall be kept fecret ; and this refolu- 
tion occafions the relations and friends of the family to impute 
the reconciliation folely to the weaknefs of Lord Clarendon, 
whom, in confequence, they refufeto fee. His Lordfhip, on 
this account, retires to the country, where he foon dies with 
grief and vexation. After his death, Lady Clarendon, fole 
heirefs to all his eftates, gives them up to his greedy relations, 
and determines to quit the country for ever. Previous to her 
departure fhe repairs, by niglit, to the church in which her 
Lord is interred, and writes upon his tomb THE RASH VOW, 
never to contract a fecond engagement. She then retires to 
the little farm-houfe in Languedoc. Lord Selden, a friend 
of Lord Ciarendon’s, perpetuates this vow, by caufing it to 
be engraven on the tomb in letters of gold. 

Henceforth the novel becomes tedious and uninterefting. 
Sainville, more enamoured than ever, redoubles his attentions 
to Conftance, and ultimately gains her affections. But her 
vow forms an obftacle to their union ; and Sainville, in defpair, 
leaves the country, to travel he knows not whither. After 
an abfence of {ix months, his fecretary receives a letter from 
him, by which he learns that his mafter is dangeroufly il. 
The friend whom Sainville left behind him in Languedoc 
communicates this circumftance to Conftance, and engages her 
to break her vow. An interview accordingly takes place be~ 
tween the two lovers; but when Sainville is informed of the 
refolution of Conftance, he makes no anfwer, but fhews the 
crofs of Malta, which he had recently aflumed, and which 
bound him toa life of celibacy. The effet which this dif- 
covery produces on Conftance proves fatal to her health, and, 
in a few days, fhe expires ; when Sainville faints in the arms 
of his friend, and the book clofes, like a German play. 

This is not a proper publication to be put into the hands of 
a young perfon, for the following reafons :—xft, Becaufe the 
paffions are delineated in a manner more calculated to inflame 
a youthful imagination than to temper its ardour:—2d, 1 

caul¢e 











“88 APPENDIX. 


caufe French novel-writers talk of amorous adventures, ard 
illicit conneétions with married women, as matters of courfe : 
—3d, Becaufe the work contains the following fentiments:—. 


*¢ Women are imperioufly forced, by their fenfations, into vice or 
wirtue ; they inceffantly pafs from love to hatred, ‘rom timidity to 
boldnefs, from bathfulnefs to effrontery ; they are ind ‘bred for their 
greateft charms to their defects, they are a dangerous fex whom a 
man cannot love with fafety ;—it is not poffi ia for men to efteem 


women, nor have they a right to defpife them.’* (». 34, 35. VoL. 1.) 
-** It is lefs horrid to deplore the death of alc ~ hen to lament his 
Saneie@ency.?’ (Pp. 208. vox. 1.)—** The paffions ase an inexhaufti-. 


ble fource of fenfations, ever new; and, when they ceafe to operate, 
they leave a dreadful vacuum in the mind.’”’ (p. 218. vor. 1.)—~ 
“© Alas! a heart that is filled with love can know no ©th-: ties.’ 


(idem. ) 


When a man finds fuch fentiments as thefe in a work, he 
will not, we apprehend, be difpofed to put it into the hands of 
his daughter:—<th, Becaufe the work tends to make the 
decifions of the world be confidered as unjuft and irrevocable ; 
and becaufe virtue is not only exhibited in a {tate of humilia- 
tion and diftrefs, but reprefented as unable to fupport herfelf 
by her own native energy. 

The defects of a different defcription are numerous. The 
novel ought not to have exceeded a fingle volume. Sainville 
paffes very well at firft; but, after the hiftory of Lady Cla- 
rendon, he becomes infupportable. ‘The mutual paflion of 
thefe lovers, after a moft interefting narrative, is infipid ; 
and all the author’s efforts to keep alive the attention of the 
reader, throughout her fecond volume, are fruitlefs and vain. 
A conftant fucceffion of tears, lamentations, and complaints, 
are neceffarily tirefome, and deftroy the very.impreffion which 
it is their objet to perpetuate. One great defeé is, the having 
made the Count D’Elby the moft interefting charaéter (next 
to Lady Clarendon) in the whole book, although he is, in fact, 
the moft odious. We deteft his perfidy ; ; but yet we cannot 
refrain from harbouring a wifh that he had been the hufband 
of Conftance, inftead of Lord Clarendon, whofe weaknefs is 
both inexcufeable and incomprehenfible. The condué& of Con- 
{tance is fuch as to imprefs on the mind of the reader a con- 
viction not very favourable to her character; for her fenti- 
ments for her brother-in-law certainly refemble love more 
than friendfhip. The only confiftent character in the novel 
is that of the Baron de Verceil, who plays a fubordinate part. 
Renaud, the botanift, is an ufelefs being, and uncommonly 
ftupid, ‘though it would have been very eafy for the author, 


with the talents fhe poflefles, to have rendered this an inte- 
refting 
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tefting character. In the character of Georgette there is intel- 
ligence without fimplicity ; and the fentiments put in her 
tnouth are incompatible with her age and education. ‘The 
lait defe& we have to notice is oné, the juftice of which will 
be readily acknowledged by French readers—the author has 
made the peafants of Languedoc {peak the diale& ufed by the 
inhabitants of Paris. : 

On the whole, the book before us contains but little that is 
good, and is more remarkable for excellence of {tyle than juft- 
nefs of fentiment or ingenuity of plot. But the ftyle is 
admirable, and the author difplays a knowledge of the world, 
and of the manners of fafhionable life on the Continent, that 
is poffeffed but .by few novel-writers of the prefent day. 
Some happy ideas and cotrect thoughts alfo are occafionally 
difplayed in different parts of the work. Of the manners 
and cuftoms of England, however, fhe appears to be totally 
ignorant. 

We underftand that this novel was compofed fome years 
ago ; Madame de Genlis would certainly have done well te 
revife and abridge it. 





Art. V. Revolutions Almanach von 1799. Gottingen. Bey 
Johann Chriftian Dieterick ; i. e. Almanack of the Revo- 
lution for the Year 1799. John Chriftian Dieterick. 
Gottingen. 12mo. 


rT *HE author of this almanack is M. ReicHaArp, Privy 
Counfellor and Librarian to his Serene Highnefs the 
Duke of Saxe-GoTua ; a man endowed with a ftrong mind 
and correct judgement, who has traced, with becoming atten- 
tion, and appreciated, with due accuracy, the principles of the 
French Revolution. ‘The book contains eighteen different 
articles, which are not equally interefting ; but which, being 
founded on acknowledged truths; may tend to confirm the 
opinions of thofe who have formed a juft idea of the crimi- 
nal motives and difaftrous effets of that wild fyftem of inno- 
ation which has fhaken the whole focial fabric to its very bafis. 
'. It were to be wifhed, that the author had interfperfed his 
obfervations with a greater variety of curious anecdotes, and a 
greater number of facts, worthy of prefervation. Some of the 
papers are well known, and can only be confidered in the 
light of hiftorical records, deftitute of every thing that can 
excite prefent curiofity. Of this defcription is the fpeech 
of Leonard Bourdon, delivered at Hamburgh, in the {pring of 
Appendix, VOU. I. 3K laft 
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aft year, before the French Republicans refident in that city. 
It is a revolutionary fermon, plentifully interlarded, as all fuch 
harangues invariably are, with infults and abufe, of the 
groffe{t kind, of all eftablifhed and legitimate governments. 

Mr. Reiehard falls into one error, which is not the lefs cen- 
fureable for being common. An eye-witnefs, as it were, of 
the horrors of the Revolution, he proclaims its dangers and its 
end; but he fuggefis nd means for averting the one or fruf- 
trating the other. He defcries an abyfs, into which the 
devoted victims mutt, of nece/fity, be plunged ; and he blames 
their apathy, and accufes them of infatuation, while, by his 
fatal predictions, he juttifies the condu&, which their weak- 
nefs or their penetration has led them to adopt. 

Among other articles this collection contains a fentimental 
journey to Paris, which, unfortunately, reminds an Englith 
reader of Sterne’s eccentric produiion:—An account of the 
Revolution of Switzerland, which difplays a deep knowledge 
of the country and. of its ancient government, and is remark- 
able for an occaffonal elevation of fentiment, which refleé&s 
great credit on the mind of the author :—A letter from Richer- 
Serizy upon Rufflia; fome mifcellaneous papers of no great 
merit ; two letters on the laft Revolution at Geneva; and a 
hiftory of that Revolution which placed the houfe of Bra- 
ganza upon the throne of Portwgal. This laft feeras mif- 
placed in a colleétion, profeffedly relating to the affairs of the 
prefent times, with which it has evidently no kind of connec- 
tion ; but, independently of this confideration, it is entitled to 
very high commendation, fince it difplays beauties of a fuperior 
orders—beanties both of ftyle and matter. 

The firft article we have to notice is a Journey to Paris, 
by the inhabitant of a diftant department, which only ferves 
to demonftrate the extreme difficulty of narrating the events of 
common life in fuch a manner,as to excite intereit ; in defcrip-~ 
tions of this nature, fimplicity too often degenerates into pue- 
rility. But we will enable our readers to judge for themfelves. 


«¢ Some days before I left home, I went to my taylor’s. After 
the aceuftomed falutations,. I faid, with that tone of ferioufnefs which 
the occafion feemed to demand,. * Citizen Brede, I wifh to have a 
neat ftrong coat, of a colour that is neither too light nor too dark.” 
He pulled down a piece of grey cloth, of the manufacture of Elbeuf. 
‘ That will do very well ; but I with to have it made in a conveni- 
ent form,’— I fhall have the honour of making you a great coat.’-— 
* But it muft be neither too long nor too fhort, Citizen Brede.’—‘ It 
fhall be fquare cut.’—* Well ; but there muft be pockets at the fides-— 
that’s abjolutely neceflary, Citizen Brede, abfolutely neceffary.’ 

‘¢ ‘Wrapped up in this grey, fquare-cut great-coat, I ftrolled about 
the ftreets of Paris, ‘The pockets at the fides were of effential fervice” 
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to me. Whereever I go, excepting the good town in whichI was 
‘born, I find myfelf embarraffed and out of countenance. Thefe 
pockets were, at leaft, of fome fervice tome I could put one hand in 
the right pocket, and let the other fwing backwards and forwards, 
either gracefully or ungracefully. I could alfo— and that is the cafe 
whenever I ftop—put both hands in my pockets; for I had no longer 
occafion to fubmit to reftraint nor embarraffment of any kind. This 
gave me, however, a certain air of fimplicity which I was compelled 
to notice in the courfe of the day. A very elegant and very beauti- 
ful young lady, who was holding the arm of an affected young cox- 
comb, faid to him, as they paffed me, ‘ The hands in the pockets ; 
that’s like a man who has no hands at all.’ Vaftly well, indeed,’ 
replied her Adonis, no obfervation was ever more juit !’ and he {miled 
at his own wit and penetration. 

‘¢ But the reader, no doubt, wifhes to have a defcription of my 
perfon as well as my drefs. As I am not a revolutionitt of confe. 
fequence, but a plain, peaceable, French Citizen, J have no hopes of 
feeing my portrait, engraved by Rrepenbau/en, placed at the head of 
this almanack ; but I have fomething in my pocket that will anfwer 
the purpofe of a portrait, my paffport : 

“ PassPoRT. On the teftimony of the Citizens who have 
figned thefe prefents, fuffer Citizen *** to pafs; he is going to " 
is refident in the commune of ———, in the department of » aged 
twenty, five feet inches ——— lines high; auburn hair and 
eye-brows, black eyes, aquiline nofe, little mouth, round chin, middle. 
fized forehead, and oval face. Give him affiftance, fhould he ftand in 
need of it. Done at » this day of » in the year 
of . (Signed) ————.” 
The marriage of Ta/lien is related in a ftyle of affe&ed fim- 
plicity, that has more merit than the preceding article— 


«© And Mr. Fontanoye faw Milfs Cabarus, and loved her; and 
Mr. F. and MifsC, became attached to each other, and were married ; 
and Mr. F. was inconftant, and Mifs C. now Mrs F. was jealous ; 
and Mrs. F. complained, and Mr. F. laughed at her; and Mrs. F, 
who is a woman of a determined mind, gave Mr. F. a box on the ear, 
and Mr. F. became red as a turkey-cock ; and Mrs. F. would have a 
divorce, and Mr.§F., confented to it. 

‘© The aét of divorce was drawn up and figned ; the effeéts, move- 
able and immoveable, were divided. Mutual compliments paffed, 
and a thoufand kind things were mutually faid. Each ceded valu- 
able articles belonging to the other; and they reciprocally promifed 
to fend new-year’s gifts to each other, fuch as a lever ufually fends to 
his miftrefs. In a word, they feparated. 

“¢.Mrs, F. became. tired of Paris; fhe ordered poft-horfes, threw 
herfelf into her travelling carriage, and refolved to go to Spain, and 
return to the counting-houfe of her father, 

~ © But Mrs. F. did not-like the Spaniards ; but Mrs. F. found the 
Spaniards lefs amiable and lefs lively than the French ; but Mrs. F. 
3K2 travelled 
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travelled no farther than the frontiers of Spain; but Mrs. F. returned 
to France without being compelled to it, 

** About this time many worthy perfons left France; about 
this time Mrs. F. refolved to abide there ; about this time Mrs. F. 
went to Bordeaux ; about this time Ta//ien made the whole city of 
Bordeaux tremble; about this time Tallien fell in love with Mrs. F. ; 
about this time. Mrs. F. made good ufe of the power fhe had over 
"Tallien ; about this time Tallien was a mere blockhead ; about this 
time Mrs. F. tamed him; about this time Tallien was furious and 
favage ; about this time Mrs, F. put a bridle upon him. 

“¢ He came, to Paris, fhe came to Paris; he declared his love for 
her, fhe liftened to his declaration; he ——~ and fhe 

** Meanwhile Tallien obfcured the fight of Robe/pierre ; meanwhile 
Robefpierre threatened Tallien ; meanwhile Mrs. F, was feized and 
thrown into prifon ; meanwhile Robefpierre propofed to her to fign a 
paper, containing charges againit Tallien; meanwhile Mrs. F. re- 
fufed to accufe Tallien ; meanwhile fhe fwore that fhe would fooner 
die than do any fuch thing, 

“¢ Then came the moment when Robefpierre was vanquifhed ; 
then came the moment when Tallien triumphed ; then came the mo. 
ment when Mrs, F. left prifon, and was delivered of a child; then 
came the moment when fhe was married to its father; then came 
the moment when Mrs. F. became Mrs. Tallien. 

‘© From that time Mrs, Tallien was the ornament of every circle ; 
from that time Mrs. Tallien wore gowns ¢@ /’antique; trom that 
time fhe difplayed her beautiful arms. 

‘¢ Finally, Mrs. Tallien became as paffionate as before ; finally, 
fhe threatened Tallien to leave him; finally, fhe will leave him. She 
married Mr, F. and fhe was feparated from Mr. F.; fhe married 
Mr. Tallien, and the will be feparated from Mr. Tallien; fhe will 
marry Meflieurs A, B,C, D, E, and afl the alphabet befides, and fhe 
will he feparated from all the Alphabet likewife.”’ 


The next article, which is entitled ‘‘ The Revolution in 
Switzerland,” is the moft extenfive of all. It contains more 
arguments than faéts, and fome inconfiftencies in point of 
reafoning. The regular powers of Europe, and all the old 
conftituted authorities are accufed of a blindnefs and infatua- 
tion, which are, at the fame time, reprefented as unpardonable 
and inevitable, The author feems to play the part of Caffandra, 
and never to be tired with the utterance of true, though ufe- 
lefs, predictions. But ftill this effay poffeffes great merit: it 
is recommended by a ftyle at once fimple, manly, and correé& ; 
by the foundnefs and purity of its principles, by its faithful 
delineation of the mildnefs of the old Swifs government, and 
by the energetic dignity of fentiment which occafionally 
burfts forth. We fhall fele& fome paffages, in confirma. 
tion of our opinion, 
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“* Tt was not the fpirit of the times that ruined $witzerland— 
that {piritavhich is now held up i terrorem to awe the we ak, and to 
dupe the credulous, in ofder to keep them in a ftate of alarm, fa- 
vourable to the views of thofe who are friends to the Revolution, 
and to make them believe, that fate has determined that it fhall cruth, 
with irrefiftible force, all eftablithed coaftitutions. This fpirit of the 
times is nothing more than a fpirit of tumult and innovation ; mere 
playhoufe thunder, in force and effect; an impotent machine inca. 
pable of overturning a houfe of cards, when its powers of fub. 
verfion and deftruction are not aided by external tyranny and op. 
preflion, by the lethargy and imbecillity of fovereigns, It certainly 

was not this fpirit that fwallowed up the ancient government of Ve- 
nice, that deftroyed the pontifical chair at Rome, that plunged 
Genoa and Switzerland into misfortune :—No, it was the bayonets, 
the artillery, the cavalry, the armies of a powerful nation, before 
which confternation marches, like the column of fire that marched 
before the Ifraelites.’’ 


How can a deftru&tive flame be faid to refemble a be- 
neficent luminary, or the fire of hell be compared with the 
light of heaven? 


‘¢ Without this powerful aid, never would the {mall minority of 
innovators and revolutionifts hoes dared to offer battle to the ma- 
jority, who were in poffeflion of tranquillity, and perfectly con- 
tented with their lot.’’ 


The author enumerates the fervices which Switzerland 
had rendered to the French Republic, and very juftly af- 
cribes her fubfequent fate to the pufillanimous complacency 
and inexcufeable weaknefs which, on various occafions, fhe 
difplayed towards the inveterate enemy of all mankind. 
Speaking of the revolutionary movements at Bafil, he relates 
the following anecdote, 


‘© Meffieurs Haller and D’Erlach, Deputies from Switzerland to 
the Congrefs at Raftadt, were arrefted, on their return, in the town 
of Bafil, by order of the French Ampbaffador, Mengaud. The 
fixty members of the new regency of Bafil were then fitting; and 
one of them, named Kehlin, rofe, and enquired whether Mengaud 
had the authority of any member for his conduét, and being an- 
{wered in the negative, he obferved that fuch conduct was an at- 
tack upon the fovereignty of the government of Bafil, and, propofed 
the appointment of commiffioners to wait upon Mengaud. He was 
chofen himfelf, with another member named Schmidt ; and they ac. 
cordingly went to Mengaud’s, called him to account for his audacity, 
reprefented to him that he had violated the law of nations, and in- 
fringed upon the Conftitution ; and gave him to underftand, that he 
muft never again have recourfe to fuch meafures, without the pre- 
vious permillion of the council, Mengaud affected to juftity his 

condud, 











794 APPENDIX. 


conduct, by blaming the government of Bafil for affording pro. 
tection to fufpetted perfons. ‘They obliged him to reduce his an- 
fver to writing, and it was read, by the Pretident, to the Regency, 
a great majority of whom immediately pronounced his conduct to 
be fcandalous, fince the perfons he had arrefted were ambafladors of 
irreproachable characters, and not ftate-criminals ; and infifted upon 
the neceffity of convincing the world, that the people had not chofen 
children to govern them, but men capable of maintaining their rights. 
Buxtorf allo {poke with confiderable energy in favour of vigorous 
meafures. The Prefident obferved, that, during the fhort time that 
the new regency had fit, it had given fufficient proofs of an un. 
limited friendfhip for the French Republic, by fuffering Madame 
Gro/s to be arrefted :’’—(this was a pitiful palliative) “* but that the 
arreft of Meflieurs Haller and D’Erlach would difgrace them for ever 
in the eyes of Switzerland, and of the wholeworld; that if a power 
of fuperior force reduced them to that neceflity, it was their duty to 
invoke the aid of heaven, and to be ready to facrifice their lives and 
property in defence of the public caufe ; that it was not enough to 

afs refolutions, but the neceflary pafiports fhould be immediately 
difpatched to Meffieurs Haller and D’Erlach, acoompanied by a 
fquadron of horfe, and the refolutions be commuzicated to Mens 
gaud,”’ 

We admire, with the author, the dignity and firmnefs 
difplayed by the Regency of Bafil on this occafion, as wel! 
as the conduét of Kehlin, a peafant, who had lately taken 
his feat in the regency ; but when we fee men capable of 
fuch conduét, and yet refufing to act up to the principles 
which they profefs, it only fupplics frefh matter for regret. 
Many of our readers will, probably, prefer to this folitary 
Symptom of vigour, the following fimple and affeCting trait in 
a peafant of Yverdun, who, feeing fome facks of corn 
emptied, on which was the Bear, the arms of Switzerland, 
walked up to the fpot, with evident emotion, and carefling 
the object of his patriotic attachment, exclaimed, ‘* Worthy 
Beaft, thou fhalt return.” —TVhe author here juftly remarks, 
that a people do not thus exprefs a wifh for the return of a 
tyrannical government. 

Mr. Reichard next takes a curfory review of the arti- 
fices employed by France to difunite the Swifs cantons, 
which have been fo ably and fully delineated by Mr. Mallet 
du Pan, in a work noticed in a tormer number of our re- 
view: he expatiates on the marked attachment of Zurich to 
the Republic of France, and afcribes to the weaknefs and 
mifcondu& of that Canton the ruin of Switzerland. He 
then exhibits two oppofite pictures which we fhall prefent to 
our readers. 


In 
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.€ In the ancient annals of Helvetic glory, we read of the — 
Courageous conduct of the people of Zurich in times of old ; 
there find that 5,000 of them arrived at Berne on the eve of the ee 
of Morat. ‘They appeared before the walls of the city at nine 
o’clock, on the night of the 21ft of June, exhaufted with hunger and 
fatigue, having marched, for ten fucceffive hours, in a conftant rain, 
without ftopping to take reft or nourifhment.. The whole body of 
Citizens had been long waiting for them, and Waldmazin, the Bur- 
gomatter of Zurich, he id been waiting for them ftill longer. All 
were onthe watch. ‘The old men we ‘priefts weie praying, for their 
arrival, in the churches; the women and children ran trembling 
through the ftreets to receive and treat thefe faviours who were march- 
ing to their relicf, under the command of Ulric de Hohenfax and John 
de Breitenlandenberg. The principal officers, received into the houfes 
of D’Erlach, Riefbach, Halwyl, Mullineu, Stein, Bubenberg, &c. 
found every Adict y that the country could afford. After dinner the 
three Avoyers and Burgomafters, who were prefent, requefted the old 
Councillors and the ladies, who had treated them fo hofpitably, and 
whofe eyes were filled with tears, not to forget that they had friends 
and allies, who were at all times ready to march to their afliftance. 
Soon after the repaft was finifhed, in the midft of a dark and rainy 
sight, the cry of the commanders, ‘ March!—to arms!— march !* 
was heard to refound through the city. The words flew from 
company to company, and, ina few minutes, all were prepared to 
move forwards, and to fpread death and confternation through the 
ranks of the Burgundians. 'The women of Berne, and their daugh- 
ters, encouraged them, and, at parting, gave them the g/a/s of honour 
and the kifs of victory. Strengthened by the refrefhment they had 
received, thefe troops, full of courage and of ardour, left the city with 
fhouts of joy, and finging martial fongs. Waldmann was at the?r 
head. When they reached Gumines he ordered ev ening prayers to be 
read, diftributed their portion of bread and water to his men, and 
haftened to the camp of the allies, in order to fhare in the toils and 
victory of that bloody day. 

*«« The companion to this pi€ture may be found in the retreat of the 
fmall corps from Zurich, from Berne to their own country, in 1798: 
it exhibits a fcene of joy of a different nature. The French general, 
Brune, had granted terms of capitulation to the troops from Zurich, 
by which they were allowed to return home with their baggage ; yet, 
notwithitanding the capitulation, the French robbed moft of them of 
their money and watches, in quarters or on the high road. Some of 
them had the prudence to conceal their money in their fhoes and elfe. 
where, and only to keep a few fhillings in their pocket. A French. 
man, enraged at only finding a purfe, with a little filver, ona man who 
had taken this precaution, cut him with his fabre till his face was all 
covered with blood. Many of the Chafleurs were robbed of their 

carbines, fome of the men loft their bres, and feveral of the officers 
had their horfes taken from them, and this was was called a /ree 
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The ancient government of Berne, which the mongrel] pe- 
liticians and conftitution-mongers of Paris had the impudent 
profiigacy to reprefent as a tyrannical oligarchy, is well- 
depicted in the tollowing paflage :— 


“‘ The government of Berne has fomething great and noble in its 
character: it 1s mild, careful, decorous, and generally beloved ; it 
prefles fometimes rather hard upon the nobility and opulent pro- 
prictors ; but, by that means, it enables the lower clafs, the peafantry, 
in fhort, nine-tenths of the people, te live in a ftate of happy tran- 
quillity, in plenty, and happineds, under the protection of magiftrates 
who forefee and provide for all their wants. 

We fhall make but one other exftraét from this part of 
the work, and then clofe our account of it for the prefent :— 


«* Noblemen of all ages, and ye, tender flowrets of a feeble 
fex, that was not formed for fcenes of war and blood!---all ye 
who died, in your country’s caufe, a glorious death, either by 
treachery at Fribourg or at Soleure; or by the arms of Ruffian in- 
vaders at the battles of Languenau, Neneneck, Fraubrunnen, and 
Grauenholz !---your blood has not flown in vain! Hiftory will tranf- 
mit your fate to pofterity, will blefs your memory, and revenge your 
death. Brave chiefs, who fell fighting at the head of your bands, 
incorruptible Wourftemberger, Haller de Konigsfelden, Frederic, 
de Mullinen, favourites of the hiftoric mufe!---and all ye, their 
brave companions, your names will fhine confpicuous among the 
heroes of ancient times-’’ 


This paffage is followed by a martial fong, compofed by 
a Swifs of the fmaller Cantons, and entitled The Tree of 
Helvetic Liberty, which is poetical and animated. But we 
mutt now clofe our remarks, though we fhall refume our con- 
fideration of this work in a future number, both becaufe it 
is a work that deferves to be better known, (we believe we 
have the only copy of it in England,) and becaufe it contains 
other interefting matter that merits notice. 

(To be continued, 





Art. VI. Principes des Meeurs chez toutes les Nations, ou 
Catechif{me Univerfel; i.e. Principles of Morality appli- 
cable to-all Nations ; or, an Univerfal Catechifm. By 
Saint-Lambert, 8vo. 3 Vols. Pp. rors, Price 18s. Paris, 
imported by De Boffe, Gerrard Street, London, 1798. 


Eton philofophers of the ancient fchool founded their 
morality on a principle of religion; Aeaven is the re- 
ward of all virtue, {aid Socrates and Plato, ‘but it has been 
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the object of the philofophers of the modern fchool to fepa- 
rate morality from religion; imagining that perfonal intereft 
is of itfelf fufficient to enforce the practice of virtue, they 
acknowledge no heaven deftined to form its reward, The 
work before us, which is the production of the Count de 
St. Lambert, who profeffes to be a difciple of the modern 
{chool, is compofed in ftri€t conformity with this new fyftem. 
This plan of morality is the produce of a philofophy which 
is inimical to all religion; ‘tis an univerfal catechifm in 
which -the reader cannot find one religious idea, not even the 
exiftence of aGod. But though the philofophical author ad- 
mit no religion himfelf, it mutt be allowed that he does not 
attack the religion of others; {till he might be accufed of in- 
gratitude to the religious moralifts, for, in fpite of his af- 
{értions, he is indebted to them for the greater part of the 
precepts which he inculcates, and the practice which he re- 
commends. On the fubje& of religion, indeed, he is ex- 
tremely referved, and he acknowledges, that Chriftianity has 
diffufed « that mild fpirit of univerfal benevolence, and that 
evangelical fraternity, which are calculated to promote con- 
cord and mutual fervices in every fociety.” 

Of rors pages, little more than 100 are really devoted 
to the catechifm ; the introduction occupies about 400, and 
the commentary 500. ‘Thefe contain a little of every thing, 
fcraps of treaties, dialogues, fentences, precepts, tales, an 
Utopia, &c. &c. 

Although the author, now turned of eighty, has devoted 
nearly half a century to the compofition of this work, he 
has not fucceeded in rendering himfelf intelligible by youth, 
which forms his principle object and defign. He even makes 
morality a fcience extremely abftrufe. Accordingly, he is 
himfelf aware of the infufficiency of his plan of education, 
as he candidly acknowledges, in thefe words :— 


‘* Such is man, as I with, not to create, but toform, him. I 
have employed thofe materials which feemed to me beit calculated for 
the purpofe ;—but, to fpeak without a figure, is the plan of educa. 
tion which I propofe fufficient to render the human mind all that I 
with it.to be? This is doubtful. Could this plan of education be 
adopted among the lower clafles of fociety ?—J can /carcely bea 
hiewe tt.”? 

Thefe laft words, printed in Italics, are taken from the 
firft edition of the work; in that edition which is now in 
circulation, the anfwer is totally changed : for it {tands thus— 
“< [ believe it could.” ‘This alteration fuggefts the neceffity 
of caytioning the public againft moft of the works now 
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rinted at Paris, in which fimilar alterations are common $ 
thanks to the frecdom of the prefs which now prevails in the 
metropolis of the free Republic of regenerated France! 

The work was finifhed in 1789, and printed at the begin- 
ning of 1797, when defpotifm feemed to be reprefled. ‘lhe 
co ommentary on the catechifm of morality was tollowed by an 
analyfis of fociety, which extended from page 219, of the 
third volume (which then contained 413 pages, though it now 
only contains 235) to the end of the fourth.—This part of 
the work cloied with fome juft, fimple, and pathetic re- 
marks on Louis XVIth; and contained fome proper ob- 
fervations on the clergy, nobility, and the Catholic reli- 

ion. But in the new “edition, which is that before us, the 
Cenfors of the Police perfifted in their refufal to admit the 
Analyfis of Society; fo that, inftead of four volumes, the pro- 
per number, only two and an half. have been given to the 
public in the prefent edition, agreeable to an arrangement be- 
tween the bookfeller, Agaffe, and the Executive, Directory !! 1 





Art. VII. Reflexions d’un Ancien Militaire, &c. ive. Re- 
freétions of an ald Officer, Baron of the Holy Roman Empire, 
and Proprietor of a Cottage near the Banks of the Rhine, on 
the propofed or projetied Bafes of the Negociations for 
Peace at Raftadt ; hilar to all Soverergns interefted in 
preferving the Integrity, and fupporting the Conflitution, of 
the German Empire. No Bookfeller’s Name, but dated 
from the Thal d’Ehrenbreitfgin, June 1798. 18mo. 
Pp. 51. Price 6d. Sold by De Boffe, Gerrard Street. 


HIS old officer feems to have traced the progrefs of 
French principles with great attention ; and he views 
the deftruCtive defigns of the gigantic Republic of France, 
and the general conduct of the nee powers, with the 
eyes of a ftatefman, and the feelings of a patriot. His ob- 
ject is to ftate, in few words, what, he fays, feldom reaches 
the ears of great potentates— Truth ; and he reprefents the 
evil confequences of a temporifing fyftem of policy, with 
equal freedom, judgement, and {pirit. 

The objects of difcuffion are divided into eight chapters, 
under the following heads. 1. Of peace with all the belli- 
gerent powers, except ree gland, i it is intended, fhall re- 
main fingle in the field of battle. 2, On the ac nowledg C= 
ment of the Batavian government, ‘dadae j its prefent, or any 
other, conftitution, leaving France in poffeflion of the port of 


Plufhing, and the right of fail taining 25,000 auxiliaries in 
Holland, 
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Holland, being a ftrenger force than the whole army. of the 
country. 2. OF the poifeftion of the left bank of the Rhine, 
and its alicanieioe 4. Of the fecularization of the eccle- 
fiaftical ftates, and projected change of territory in the em- 
pire. 5. Of the confolidation of the new Helvetic govern. 
ment, and the incorporation of Genoa, with the French 
Republic, as well as of fome fmall parts of Switzerland, 
6. Of the eftablifhment of a new communication between 
France and Italy, and the acknowledgement of the new Ci- 
falpine, Roman, Ligurian, and other Republics. 7. Of the 
eftablifhment of a French department in the ifles of Corfou, 
Cephalonia, and Zante, and itsconfequences. 8. Of the ac- 
complifhment of the defigns of France, as they affect the reft 
of Europe, proved by her whole conduct for fume time patt, 
by the declaration is of her agents, and by found reafon, 

It cannot be fuppofed, that thefe important topics are all 
fully difcuifed in the fmall compafs of a fixpenny pamphlet ; 
but the reader would do wrong to judge of the importance 
of the contents by the fize of the book, a criterion of judge- 
ment, unfortunately, but too commen, not, only among 
modern readers, but among modern critics; for it cere 
tainly contains many fenfible and judicious remarks, Of 
thefe we fhall extract fome few as a fpecimen, After ex- 
plaining the dangers to which the Hanfe-towns, and the . 
Pruffian territories muft be expofed from the pofleflion of Hol- 


Jand by France, he fays— 


«© J doubt much whether that moft extraordinary envoy, Sieyes, 
that Dire¢tor-General of thé Revolution, the {prings of which, like 
the matter of a puppet-fhew, he conftantly puts in motion, from bee 
hind the curtain where he ftands concealed ;—-that prototype of the 
revolutionifts cf Germany, that friend of Kant, that admirer of 
rs (jit, and his dangerous papers, that fupreme chief of the emiffaries, 

ho are now diligently labouring to excite infurrettions in ftates ang 
in armies, can, by his fo phifms, perfuade the King of Pruffia, that 
he is exp ofed to no danger, or convince him that the deftined reftora~ 
tion of the Polith Republic will not affect that part of Poland which 
has fallen to his lot.’? Pp, 13. 14, 


Speaking of the tedious and difgraceful congrefs of Raftadt, 
he addre! les the German Deputies in the following {pirited 
and patriotic language : : 


«« All true German patriots have viewed, with the fame indignation 
as myfelf, the kind of defpotifm which the French negociators exere 
cife over yor " opinions, in frequently reducing you to the neceflity 
of acknowledging as a preliminary condition, that it is midnight at 
poon-day, and in fhewing a marked preference to fuch of you (and 
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unhappily there are too many of that fort) as adept their fenti- 
ments, and fome of their principles, But we like to believe, that 
no earthly motive will lead you to fign a treaty, which we think 
to be our total deftru¢tion, and that your hearts are as pure as our 
own. We cannot, however, refrain from obferving that your ad- 
verfe party, France, neither difplays the fame caution, nor the fame 
attention in the choice of her minifters, and we cannot, in confcience, 
Jook with a favourable eye on Citizen Fean de Bry, who, in 1790, 
propofed to fend a legion of 1200 picked affaffins, to affaffinate all 
the fovercigns of Europe, It is a mark of gallantry, on the part of 
the Directory, to choofe for their deputy, and to thefe fovereigns the 
very author of this benignant invention. It is true, indeed, that the 
adoption of his propofal, has, as yet, extended no farther than the 
employment of two or three fcore of foot meflengers, who fet off 
from Paris in the month of May laft, in the chara¢ter of pedlars, 
workmen, tradefmen, or travellers, of eyery defcription, for the 
purpofe of revolutionizing the Pruffian army ;* and we will afk the 
officers who examined the different pofts of the line of demarcation, 
if they have not lately feen a number of thefe gentry tkulking 
about, from Emmerick to the frontiers of Heffe, and ftill farther. 
All thefe fpecimens of French fincerity would fhew us what we have 
to expect in future, if we had not every day before our eyes examples 
that fix our opinion. 

« I fhall not ftop te difcufs the pretenfions of France, on the right 
of free navigation on the Rhine, and even on other rivers ; fince the 
annihilation of the internal trade of Germany would bg the inevi- 
table confequence of admitting their validity, I am willing to be- 
lieve, that rather than fubmit to fuch hard conditions, to the demo- 
fition of Ehrenbreitftein, to the eftablifhment of bridges at Brifac, 
or Huninguen, of beads of bridges at Kehl, or Neuwied, we {hall 
once more try the refource of arms which is not yet exhaufted: fee 
what troops the north of Germany alone can bring into the field ; 
fee the excellent General that now commands them, (the Duke of 
Brunfwick,) and the young monarch on whom the hopes of the na- 
tion are fixed. Ah! let the fignal be given, let us be allowed to 
follow them in a mafs, and we, who do not believe the French to 
be invincible, will fhew them what the defcendants of the ancient 
Germans can do.”” Pp. 25—27. 





— —— 


* 'This fully corroborates the faét which we advanced upon this 
fubjeét, in our review of foreign politics for the month of Oétober, 
which wil] be feen by a reference to p. 492 of this volume. We 
knew, at the time, that we could rely upon the accuracy of our in- 
formation, but we are happy to find it confirmed by a writer wholly 
unknown to us, and whofe pamphlet arrived in this country but a 
very few days ago, | 
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The author makes fome judicious remarks on the de- 
ftruction of the pontifical throne, which we have been very 
much concerned to fee, has been rendered a theme tor 
exultation by fome of our own countrymen, whofe zeal fome- 
times outitrips their judgment. He confiders it as preparing 
the way for the deftruction of all religion in the greater 
part of the Continent ; and defcribes it, juftly we believe, 
as a long premeditated plan of the French, who deemed it 
neceflary, as a preliminary meafure, to prepare the minds of 
the people of Germany and other countries, for the recep- 
tion of their atheiftical and feditious principles. 

Adverting to the treaty of Leoben, he obferves that, that 
Republican Buonaparte figned the treaty which annihilated 
the moft ancient Republic in Europe ; and -he afferts, that 
the French Dire&tory determined to retain the ifles of the 
Archipelago, for the purpofe of giving a check to any com- 
mercial enterprize which the Auftrians, from their poifeffion 
of Venice, might, at any future period, be induced to ate 
tempt. 


© The great, the invincible Buonaparte, intoxicated with pride, 
and thirfting for glory of every kind, endeavours to imitate at the 
fame time, almoft all the great men of former days, He is an Alex, 
ander, who feeks to renovate the ancient {plendor of Greece, and to 
fubdue the barbarians ; a Pyrrhus, who threatens, not the Roman Re, 
ublic, but the empire of the eaft; a Czxfar, who crofling the 
Bofphorus, fays to the French failors, when frightened, not at the 
ftorm, but at the approach of the Englith fleet, ‘What do you fear ? 
Cafar and his fortune are with you!’ a Scipio, who labours to 
deftroy, if not Carthage, at leaft Conftantinople ; and he may chance 
to finifh like Leonidas, by being either*taken or killed in the Straits 
of Thermopyle; it is even faid, that, in cafe of fuccefs, he means 
to perfonate the Meffiah of the Jews, in arder to give a death-blow 
to the Chriftian religion, which regards, almoft as an article of faith 
the non-re-eftablifhment of the temple of Jerufalem, and the profcrip, 
tion of the Jewifh nation.”” Pp. 36, 37. 


In the laft chapter the author reminds the fovereigns of 
Europe of the real object and defigns of the French, of which, 
indeed, none could remain unconvinced, at this period, but 
fuch as wilfully fhut their eyes again{t conyiction. 


«© The oath of hatred to loyalty,* which, at certain periods, 
every perfon holding a public office in the French republic, and all 
her 





, 


* If a fecond Bernadette, after exciting a tumult in one of the 
capitals, were farther to extend his parriotic efforts to the affadination 
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her envoys and emiffaries, are obliged to take, would, of itfelf, 
fupply a fufficient proof of the firm refolution of her government to 
everthrow, if poffible, all thrones, and even to deftroy all authorities 
which yet remain untouched. Her couftant, inv ariable condutt is a 
full proof of her defigns, a proof corroborated by the invectives poured 
out with profufion againft all monarchs with additional malignity, 
oe ih {ince the Revolution of September, 1797, when all the 
public papers became fubject to the will of the government. ‘The fen- 
tence pronounced on them, by one of the curs in the fervice of that 
government, the ex-reprefentative Pow/érer, in one of his firft papers, 
The Ami des Loix, tor the month of May laft, deferves to be noticed. 
He there feigns a requeft, from all the fovereigns of Europe, to the 
great republic, to permit all their thrones to ftand, at leait, during the 
term of their own lives, promifing to bring up Gicis chi res 3 in thofe 
principles of liberty and equality which muft very fhortly become 
univerfal. The amiable and worthy Queen of Praflia is compared to 
Agrippa, in the 264th number of the Momiteur, of the 24th Prairial, 
im the 6th year; and, in the next day’s paper, the memory of the 
late King of Pruflia is infulted, and the probity of his auguft fon 
impeached, “avhofe pretended ftateedebts are nothing more than a 
trick to fecure the fubjidies of Mr. Pitt ;’ and we never hear that 
any of thefe infults are repreffed by the Direétory, who are ready 
to pronounce a fentence of banifhment upon the moft infignificant writer 
who difpleafes them, The dramatic piece, entitled The Day of Fudge- 
ment for Kings, * has been publicly performed at Paris : and fimilar 
productions are now reprefented daily. All private machinations 
againft royalty, which tend to degrade it, are conftantly encouraged 
and excited by perfons in power; and I cannot omit to notice a paper 
rinted at Bafil, and which is known to be official. It is, indeed, a 
tpeech that was a¢tually delivered in pr efence of a deputation of the 
town’s people, and in prefence of a number of them, by the French 
Envoy, Mengaud ; and was addreffed to Citizen Adelafio, Envoy from 
a Cifalpine Rep ublic to the Helvetic League, on the day (14 Nivofe, 
An. 6,) when they both received ther fir ft audience, and when the 
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f the monarch, and to be taken before a council of war, or any other 
friban al, might he not anfwer—What would you do with me? You 
buon Sohas oath I have taken—'twas the cath of Batred to royalty, 
and, confeguently, ta Kings—I have only a&ed in conformity there- 
auth, and followed my inftru@ions, which you muft have known 
pefareband—I have done no more than my duty-—Why did you receive 
me?’ Let me aik what the judges could do in fuch a cafe? They 
muit acquit him, 
“< Do we ever read in hiftory of any Chriftian Princes who were in 
the habit of receiving ambafiadors from the old man of the mountain ??* 
.* Fora particular account of this truly diabolical pr — APs fee 
Gifford’s Firlt Letter to Erikine, pr, 92, of the tenth editic 
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tri-coloured flag was firft hoifted by the Swifs. The following is an 
nthentic copy of this curious paper :—‘ This fame flag, now the 
fignal of a fraternal union, may one day become, like ours, the fignal 
of death to the ‘numerous phalanxes w hich have taken up arms againft 
liberty, difpe ‘tfed or deftroyed at the will of its defenders ; ches wil 
be the epoch of a general exp! lofton. ‘The people of all countries, and the 
Swifs the firft, will crufh their tyrants, relume their ufurped rights, 
and make their fovereignty be reipected. Meanwhile let us exprefs 
our with that thefe brave Swifs may, with all poflible {peed, join their 
tri-coloured flag to thofe of the French, Cifalpine, Batavian, and 
Ligurian Republics. Long live Re public sy and thofe who govern 
them!’ OQObferve that General Dufour, who then commanded on 
the Upper Rhine, in his fpeech which preceded this, recommended 
Mengaud to lay afide § that diplomatic craft which marked the 
proceedings of the cabinets of Kings, ae betrayed the weaknefs of 
their governments ;’ and he prophetied d “that the inauguration of 
the tri-coloured flag would be the hope of the friends of liberty 
and equality in all countries!’ In fact, the conduct of the French to 
all the countries of Europe, and efpecia ily to our dear country, 
Germany, affords an indifputable e proof of the truth of my affertions, 
The new dottrine, which every effort is made to inftil into the minds 
of men of fcience, inhabitants of cities, and even ecclefiaftics; the 
eftablifhment of principal colleges of propagandilts at Hamburgh, 
Augfburg, and Frankfort ; * the induftry employed in fending emif- 
farie: s into Switzerland, and into many of our provinces; and the cafe 
taken to gain all the pamphleteers, journalifts, and periodical writers 
of every defcription, all ferve to demonftrate the real and ferious 
danger to which Germany is expofed ; and we have feen in religious 
‘wars, which greatly refer mble revolutionary wars, with what w armth 
our countrymen are apt to adopt new Opinions ; and we know like. 
wife what dreadful confequences they produce. ‘Thefe are the confi- 
derations which make us regard war as preferable to a peace, which 
would only ferve to openour gates to the enemy.”” Pp. 43—46. 
In the poftfcript the author reprefents the ats of violence and 
injultice exercifed by the French as having become fo flagrant 
and atrocious, as even to excite the indignation of thofe who 
had been prejudiced in their favour. He exhorts his countr y- 
men to flock to the ftandard of their fovereign ; and prediéts, 
from a firm compaét union between the courts of Vi ienna, 
Peterfburgh, and Berlin, the fpeedy deftruétion of * the 
enemies of all morality, of all laws, of focial order, and of 
the governments under which the people have been accuitomed 


to live happy and profperous.’ 


aon 
——— 





s 


* < A revolt has juft broken out at Francfort.’’ 


ART. 
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Art. VIII. Voyage au Fardin des Plantes,* &c. i.e. An 
Excurfion to the Garden of Plants, containing a Defcrip» 
tion of the Galleries of Natural Hiftory; of the Hot- 
houfes for the Reception of Foreign Shrubs ; of that Part 
of the Garden which is called THE SCHOOL FOR Bo- 
TANY, with the Hiftory of the two Elephants, and other 
Animals in the national Menagerie. By L. F. Jauffret. 
Embellifhed with Plates, defigned by Monnet, and en- 
hha by Gaucher. 18mo. Pp. 244. Price 4s. Houel, 

aris. De Boffe, London. 1798. 


R. Jauffret is the author of two periodical works, pub- 
lifhed at Paris, entitled ‘* The Children’s Courter,” 
and “* The Courier for Youth.” It feems to be his obje&t to 
fucceed Berquin, the well-known Childrens’ Friend, who 
died at the beg nning of the Revolution; but he is very in- 
ferior to his model. The work before us is intended to 
infpire children with a tafte for natural hiftory, and is, fo 
far, commendable; but Mr Jauffret has neither the fim- 
plicity, the good-nature, nor the playfulnefs of Berquin. 
He is indeed the Childrens’ Friend, but not their comrade. 
The moment Berquin entered a houfe where there were 
children, they immediately ran to him, climbed up his knees, 
and to his fhoulders, and entreated him to play with them; he 
complied with their folicitations, paffed whole hours in 
amufing them, and by that means infenfibly acquired their 
language and manners. M. Jauffret’s book appears to us too 
rational for children, and too childifh for youth. What child 
will be able to comprehend the meaning of angular and bri 
matic horns—A heat of twelve degrees and a half—a vegetable 
mucilage ? On the other hand, no youth of fourteen will afk 
whether birds have learnt geography ? and other fimilar quef- 
tions put by the pupil of M. Jauffret. 

The author takes a child to the garden of plants, and to 
the mufeum of natural -hiftory, with a view to infpire him 
with a tafte for ftudy, and a habit of obfervation. “They firft 
vifit the birds, and Mr. J. fatisfies the curiofity of his pupil . 
in re{pect of their country, their qualities, their defects, and 
their natural endowments. On their fecond vifit they repair 
to a new amphitheatre, built.fince the Revolution,. where 
different profeffors give lectures gratuitoufly on the natural 





* «Formerly the King’s garden at Paris.’’ 


Sciences. 
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crences. From hence they go to the room for infeéts,* where 
they remark the petrified head of a crocodile, ftolen by the 
Republic from the private collection of a Canon at Maeftricht, 
in order to decorate the national mufeum. ‘The third chap- 
ter contains an account of their vilit to the place where 
are kept the deer, the camels, the dromedaries, &c. Young 
Guftavus here makes a pertinent obfervation on the cruelty of 
confining animals in cages, fcarcely large enough to contain 
them, and condemns the practice as ridiculous and abfurd. 
It appears from this account that the national menagerie is 
very ill fupplied with inhabitants; the animals are neither 
numerous nor‘fearce. Mr. Cafa/, who is entrufted with the 
management of it, had a very curious collection of his own 
before the Revolution; and, among other animals, he had a 
lion, and his faithful friend the dog, who formed the topic of 
converfation, for a long time, in all the fafhionable circles 
at Paris. The “Direétory, adhering to their fyftem of fa- 
crificing the happinefs of individuals to the happinefs of the 
nation, took all his animals from M. Cafal, and made him 
amends by appointing him keeper of the Menagerie. They 
went ftill farther, and compelled all the poor men whe travel 
about the country with wild beafts, and fhew them in the 
ftreets of Paris, to change their means of fubfiftence t for a 
few hundred livres in affignats. 

The fifth day is devoted to an examination of the garden 
of plants, flower-beds, and hot-honfes. This chapter is 
interefting, and well calculated to give a child a tafte for bo- 





* We learn from Mr. Jauaffret, that the celebrated naturalift, 
Domsey, who brought a curious collection of butterflies from Braf/, 
died on his voyage to America, whither he was going for the purpofe 
of purfuing his refearches. Domsry had pafled feveral years in 
different parts of South America, and particularly at Peru, where he 
had witnefled a bloody and moft dangerous rebellion, the particulars 
of which are totaily unknown in Europe. He had colleéted a num- 
ber of curious documents relating to this rebellion, but they were all 
taken from him, on his arrival in Spain, by order of the court, toge- 
ther with a variety of other articles, and all his manufcripts, by 
which means he was deprived of all the fruits of his labour. His 
death may, in fome meafure, be afcribed to this wanton att of 
cruelty, which plunged him into the deepeft affliction. 

+ It has been one of the grand means of the revolutionary government; 
from its commmencement to the prefent time, to deprive as many per- 
fons as they could of the means of fubfiftence, in order to reduce them 
to the neceflity of joining their armies. 


Appendix, VOU}. 3M tanical 
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tanical ftudies, though fome of the expreffioms are much toe 
{cientific. The next chapter contains a hiftory of the tvro 
elephants brought from Holland, with their keeper, an Eng- 
lifhman, of the name of Thompfon, with many appofite and 
judicious remarks. It is furprizing that the author did not 
here introduce fome account of the curious experiment that 
was made on thefe animals, for the purpofe of afcertaining 
the effects which mufic would produce on them. It was 
found that martial mufic produced a very different effect from 
foft mufic ; the one rendered them reftlefs, turbulent, and 
agitated ; the other made them tranquil, fond, and careffing. 

Upon a general view of the wack it appears to us to an- 
{wer the avowed end of its author, which is to intereft and 
inftru& children, and is certainly much to be preferred to 
the abfurd tales which are ufually put into their hands. 
The ftyle is fimple and pure, and the book .is alike uncon- 
taminated by revolutionary principles and the revolutionary 
jargon: if may, therefore, be recommended to parents as an 
ufeful and inftructive little volume. 


~~ 





Art. 1X. L’Inde en rapport avec L’ Europe, Se. i.e. In- 


dia confidered in its connection with Europe; a Wark di- 


vided into two Parts; the firft, on the political Interefts of 


India; the fecond, on its Commerce. By Anquetil du Perron, 
a Member of the late Academy of Infcriptions and Belles 
Lettres. A new Edition. 2 vol. 8vo. Pp. 710. Price ras. 
Fauche, Hamburgh and Brunfwick; De Boffe, Lon- 
don. 1798. 


HE author of this important work went to India, in 
1754, in the capacity of a private foldier; and he 
there acquired, during a long refidence in the eaft, a know- 
ledge of the language, hiftory, laws, and manners of the 
country. On his return to France, with an ample ftock of 
information, he publifhed, fucceffively, feveral works of 
merit, which caft a great light on that part of Afia, and 
upon the European eftablifhments there. His tranflation of the 
Zend Avefta,* his Oriental Legiflation,t and his Hiftorical and 
Geographical Refearches on India,t are well known to thofe 





* Publifhed at Paris, in 4to. in 1769. 

+ Printed at Amfterdam in 1778, for Michael Rey. 
+ Publifhed at Berlin, in 1786, 

who 




















DuPerron’s Indiaconfideredin its Conneétion with Europe. 807 


who are converfant with works of that defcription. ~ He 
has a work now printing at Strafburg, in Latin, entitled 
1 Ournek’bat, which contains an account of the ancient and 
concealed do€étrine, or the philofophy, of the Judzans, in two 
volumes 4to. And he propofes to clofe his labours, in this 
branch of literature, with the publication of a dictionary of 
the languages of fome countries in the eaft, to be called 
«« DiGitonnaire Indouftan, Malabare, Telongan, Samfkretan, 
avec une Grammaire Samfkretane.” 

The work before us was fent, in 1782, to the Typographic 
Society at Neufchatel in Switzerland, to be printed ; but 
{ome perfons who wifhed to derive from it fuch a know- 
ledge of Indian affairs as would enable them to ingratiate 
themfelves with minifters, and to obtain penfions from the 
government, found means to prejudice M. de Vergennes 
againft it, fo that the author was reduced to the neceflity of 
taking his manufcript from the printer, The French mi- 
nifter is faid to have profited by it in his treaty with this 
country in 1783, and Mr. Anquetil imputes the fufpenfion of 
its appearance tothe weaknefs of the French government of 
that day, as difplayed in its forbearance towards Great 
Britain. 

While he exclaims in his preface againft what he calls a 
minifierial vexation, he acknowledges that the men who are 
now in power have different titles, but the fame fentiments, 
and that the fpirit which aétuates the different offices which 
influence the conduct of the minifters is not at all changed, 
This reflection may account for the cheice which the author 
has made of a foreign prefs, as the medium by which to iflue 
his publication to the world; indeed, with all the pretended 
liberty of the prefs that now prevails in France, the follow- 
ing phrafe in p, 395, Vol. 11. would not have been fuffered 
to pafs with impunity :— 

‘‘The rights of man, in whatever condition of life he may be 
placed, are certain; bu: Ido not chcofe that they thould be engraved 
on my heart with the point of the bayonet; it’s my will to be vo- 
luntarily free, and not to be fo merely for the purpofe of avoiding 
the guillotine,’”’ 

It is neceffary to obferve, that, although, in the title page, 
this is called a mew edition, it is only fuch relatively to that 
which was to have appeared at Neufchatel, in 1782; for the 
work is now publifhed for the firft time, and has been 
confiderably enlarged fince that period. It is, unfortunately, 
printed in a moft flovenly manner, and is replete with typo- 


graphical errors, 
3 M 2 We 
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We are informed by the author, that this produdtion is the 
fruit of forty years refleGtion, with a knowledge of the coun- 
try, (acquiyed on the f{pot,) and of the language and manners 
of the people; after a perufal of all that has been written 
on the fubject, and with a particular tafte for this kind of 
ftudy and this fpecies of compofition. He devotes the pro- 
fits to be derived from.its fale to the fervice of the nation, as 
his valuntary gift towards defraying the expence of the de/cent 
upon England ; for, having loft by the Revolution an income of 
6000 liyres (2501, fterling) which he enjoyed under the mo- 
narchy, he has not the ability to offer any pecuniary con- 
tribution. ' 

This circumftance is fufficient to explain the obje& and 
{fpirit of the work. Indeed it appears to be the author’s 
anxious with to dire& the attention of the French govern- 
gent to the Haft Indies ; for this purpofe he confiders that 
country in every point of view, political, military, and 
commercial, He points out the means of forming alliances 
-with all the native powers, and he traces a plan of opera- 
tions calculated to excite an infurreétion defiructive of the 

ower of England, and favourable to the ‘interefts of other 
_psinnind nations. He recommends the attack to be begun 
on the Malabar coaft, by the capture of Bombay and Goa; 
and to employ, for fuch purpofe, the viétims of the Revo- 
lution, the malcontents which it has created, the dangerous 
and reftlefs perfons whom_it will leave without occupation, 
refaurce, or profeflion; and he is of opinion that fix /zi/ of the 
line, fent from France or the Mauritius, would fuffice for 
this expedition, while the Englifh fleet is occupied at the 
Cape of Good Hope and in the South Seas. But if all 
the numerous defcription of perfons which the author here 
recommends for employment were really to be employed 
on fuch an expedition, not only fix fail of the line, but the 
united navies of the whole world, we conceive, would be 
jnfufficient to tranfport them to the fcene of adction. 

We received this work too late to give fuch a review of 
it as the importance of the objects which rt difcufles un- 
qneftionably deferves, particularly at this jun@ture ; we fhall, 
therefore, refume our confideration of it in a future number, 


(To be continued.) 


ART, 
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Art. X. Précis de L’Hiftoire Univerfelle, Sc. i.e. Abridge- 
ment of the Univerfal Hiftery. By Citizen Anqueti], Mem- 
ber of the National Inftitute, and Correfpondent of the 
Academy. of Inicriptions and Belles Lettres. 12mo. 
g vol. about 600 Pp. each. Lefguilliez, Paris. 17¢8 


HIS author, brother to Anquetil du Perron, formerly a 

regular Canon of the Congregation of Saint Genévieve, 
and Prior of Chiteau-Renard, in the Diocefe of Sens, is 
known in the asp ot better by different hiftoyical pro- 
dudtions of g great and deferyed reputation. The beft of thefe 
was his Spirit of the League, The prefent work is an abridge- 
ment of the Univerfal Hiftory, orginally written in Englith, 
and tranflated into French, with confiderable additions, mak- 
ing 120 volumes o¢tavo. Each volume of this abridgement 
has an ample table of contents, in which the different fubjects 
gifcufied in the courfe of the work are diftinéily fpecified. 

The author has divided his matter in the fame manner as 
was obferved in the original work ; giving the hiltory.of each 
nation feparately, as the beft calculated to imprefs the events 
on the memory, and to amufe the mind by a variety of objects. 
He chiefly aims at marking the v iciflitudes of nations, their ag- 
grandizement, their decline; and their fall ; and he has omitted 
every thing which did not appear to him neceflary to give him 
a knowledge of the means, which, either infenfibly or ‘rapidly, 
produced changes and rev olutions i in governments. 

It was in the vortex of the Revolution, feated on the ruins 
which it accumulates; it was in the gloomy folitude of a 
prifon, under the uplifted axe of the executioner, that M. 
J Anquetil compofed this work, in order to compare the differ- 
ent acts of rage and perfidy which, from the beginning of the 
world to the prefent moment, have difturbed the peace of man- 
kind, and {pread defolation over the furface of the globe, 
‘The refult of this comparifon is, that all the doubts which 
have been raifed as to the horrors of former times mutt vanifh 
before the more atrocious horrors of the French Revolution: 


‘ Amidit that quick fucceffion of hopes and fears,’’— (fays the 


author, defcribing his own fitu 1ation under the reign of Robefpierre, )— 
* 1 had a full confidence in him who digs the abyfs at the foot. of the 
throne which the ambitious man ere@s for himfelf; and from that 


confidence pants refignation and (excepting only a few uueafy mo- 

ments) periect tranquillity.’”’ 
‘The ttyle of the work is well adapted to the matter ; fimple, 
bold, eafy, and fometimes energetic. We do not perceive that 
age 
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age has weakened our author’s pen, though he is now in his 
feventy-feventh year ; but it may have conduced to the ob- 
fervance of that prudence and moderation which is fo feldom 
to be found in the prefent productions of the Parifian prefs. 
We are furprized that the expreflion, fatal day, applied to 
the a1ft of January, 1793, fhould have efcaped the cenfure of 
the Direétorial Police. The feventh volume, from P. 332 to 
P. 257, contains a fhort fketch of the reign of Louis X V1. and 
of the Revolution, which is written with impartiality and cor- 
rectne({s. 

We fhall extract, as 2 fpecimen of the author's ftyle, his 
character of Louis X VI :— 


* Potterity will not judge this Prince by the teftimony of writers 
engendered by faction in times of Revolution. It will not confirm 
the odious appellations which fuch writers have conferred on him. He 
was 2 good and humane Prince, earneftly anxious to promote the hap- 
pinefs of the people. Thofe who approached him, unexpettedly, 
found him femetimes rough in his manners, He was a good hufband, 
a good father, and an excellent mafter; but, in general, he was more 
efteemed than beloved by his court, Louis X VI. was a man of in, 
fermation, and fond of ftudy ; though poffefled of a great fund of 
good fenfe, he proved, on important occafions, timid and irrefolute, 
‘The courage which refults from reflection was his ; but he wanted thar 
intrepidity which moft pleafes the French,” 





- a ae —» 


Art. XI. Les Onze ‘Fournées, Contes Arabes; i.e. The Eleven 
Days, Arabian Tales ; a pofthumous Tranflation of Galand, 
Revifed and corrected by C***, 18mo. Pp. 265. Price 3s. 
Carteret and Broffon, Paris. De Boffe, London. 1798, 


"] BE editor, in his preface to this little volume,, obferves, 
+4 that there is an original charm in the Arabian’ Tales 
which renders them pleafing to all other nations, however . 
different their manners, tafte, habits, and difpofitions. But 
he expreffes, and very naturally, a {trong doubt whether French 
novels would afford equal pleafure to the Arabs :-— 


é¢ Such” (fays he) is the difference between natural and factitious 
manners, that a delineation of the laft has no attrattion for thofe who 
have preferved the firft ; and that the expreflion of fimple and natural 
manners always has its effect, in a greater or lefs degree, upon thole 
who, though they have loft the habit of, ftill retain a tafte for, them ; 
a taite refalting froin feelings implanted by nature in the bofoms of 
ysen, and not to De cradicated even by the groffeft corruption.” 
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It is in this manner he accounts for the great fuccefs which 
the Arabian Nights’ Entertainment:, tranflated from the Arabic, 
by Galand, experienced on their firft publication in France, 
although they appeared at a time— 


«© When the literary world was inundated witha deluge of novels, 
moft of them very licentious, and equally offenfive to reafon and 
morality ; although libertinifm of mind and heart had given a cur- 
rency to futh produétions, doubly vicious, in form and fubftance, the 
©‘ Arabian Nights’ Entertainments’ {ecured univerfal approbation ; 
they had the open fupport of the virtuous, who found in them a fourca 
of innocent amufement for themfelves and théir children ; and the 
filent encouragement of libertines, whofe attention was involuntarily 
fixed by the artlefs delineation of manners which they exhibited, and 
by the fimple language of truth, which muft ultimately triumph over 
2 de praved and corrupted tafte.’’ 


From the fuccefs which the former production of M. Galand 
experienced, the editor infers that the prefent publication will 
meet with a reception equally flattering, notwithftanding the 
a depravity of manners which prevail in republican 

rance. 


‘It is to be prefumed, then, that the * Elewen Days,’ a poftha- 
mous tranflation of Galand, will have the fame kind of fuccefs, nort- 
withftanding the inundation of licentious rhapfodies which overflow 
all the quays ; and the number of which has increafed in an aftonifh- 
ing degree, fince there has been fo much faid of the regeneration of 
manners. I know not whether the profe flors of the new fyftem of chy- 
miftry have difcovered the means of regenerating phyfical man by the 
exhibition of poifon ; but it appears to me that they have thought it 
poflible to produce a moral regeneration by the poifonous fruits of a 
corrupted imagination, fince they fuffer the moft monftrous produc. 
tions, illuitrated with fuitable engravings, to be publicly expofed to 
fale, ata price which places s them within the reach of every clafs of 
readers, even of children of both fexes, who flock in crouds to the thops 


Where the literary poifon is fold.’’ 


It feems, the plan fo {trenuoufly recommended by one of the 
leaders of the French Revolution, demoralifer le peuple, to 
eradicate every principle of morality from the minds of the 
people, is {till diligently purfued by their prefent rulers, The 
dreadful effects, on the rifing generation, of this horrid corrup- 
tion of mind, may be more eafily conceived than defcribed. 
The imagination revolts from the contemplation of an object 
fo degrading to human nature, and fhrinks, with horror, from 
the difcuffion of its confequences, not only to France,. but, 


perhaps, to all Europe. 
Of 
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Of the contents of this volume we can only fay, that they 
can by no means bear a comparifon with the Arabian Nights 
Entertainments ; they are neither marked by the fame rich: 
nefs of defcription, the fame irterefting delineation of man- 
ners, nor the fame fertility of imagination. But, though the 
tales are plain and fimple, there is nothing in them that can 
offend the judgement or difguft the tafte. The fentiments are 
ju't, and they have a good moral tendency. The editor 
vouches for the authenticity of the work, and afferts that the 
original Arabic is in his poffeffion. 





ArT. XII. Les Vautours du xviii Siécle, &Fc. ij. e. The 
Vultures of the Exghteenth Century , or, the Modern Crefufes, 
brought before the Tribunal of public Opinion. Dedicated 
to that Clafs of good Frenchmen who abhor Crimes and 
fincerely love their Country. 18mo. Pp.178. Paris, 1798. 


] “HIS is a colle&tion of anecdotes of different perfons who 
have, during the Revolution, by the moft bafe and dif- 
honeft means, rifen from obfcurity to opulence. It was na- 
turally to be fuppofed that the novel attempt to liberate 
twenty millions of men from the bonds of religion, the ties of 
morality, and the reftraints of law, and, confequently, to fet in 
motion all the bad paffions of the human mind, in its moft cor- 
rupted ftate, would generate a multitude of vices and crimes 
of every poffible defcription. Avarice and extortion could 
not fail to flourifh at fuch a period, when abjeé& fervility and 
facrifice of principle were alone neceflary to enfure fuccefs. 
A vile herd of profligate upftarts have rifen on the ruins of 
the ancient nobility, and riot in that excefs of affluence and 
luxury which has been falfely reprefented, by the advocates 
of anarchy, as the exclufive characteriftic of ariftocratic pride. 
It is a melancholy fact that the Republicans of France have 
adopted and extended all the vices and defeéts that prevailed 
under the monarchy, but have retained none of the virtues and 
advantages of the ancient order of things. We {hall tranflate 
one anecdote as a {pecimen :— 
‘6 If former experience had demonftrated the imprattibility of im- 
fing limits on the paffion of love, the experience of late years has 
fhewn that the moft profound policy, fuppofing it to have fought for 
the means, has been unable to confine, within a conftitutional circle, 
the ambition of a croud of individuals, who have inferred that /:herry 
of a&ion muft neceffarily refwt fromJ/:berty of opinion. How long is 
the reign of this profperity deftined to Jaft ?—That is a queftion which 
we fhall not attempt to refolve ; but, in the mean time, at whofe 


expence 
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expence the fortunes of thefe individuals have been made, drags on a 
miferable exiftencé, reduced to poverty, and defpifed by the very 
wretches who have profited by his ruin. Should ever their ill-gotten 
pofltfions be taken from thefe pitilefs depredators, will they be reftored 
to their lawful owners ?—This is another queftion equally difficult to 
anfwer; but we hear it daily faid by others, as well as by thefé 
fortunate and fhamcelefs fpeculators themfelves, that the circumftance of 
fortunes paffing from one to another is of no confequence to the commu. 
nity—the contributions are equally produétive and the taxes equally 
well paid. But do the government fuppofe that they would find in the 
hew proprietors more incorruptible defenders than the old ?—We fhall 
not ftop to refute fo wretched a fophifm, but proceed to give fome 
account of one of thefe opulent upftarts. 

‘© The individual in queftion exercifed, in 1789, in the Church. 
yard of the Innocents, one of thofe liberal arts, the beneficial confes 
quences of which were {pecially felt by Javote the Mantua-maker, 
Fanchon the Cook,.Margot the Sempitrefs, Manon the Fifhwomany 
Francois the Coal-man, Nicolas the Sailor, and Baptifte the Labourer ; 
in fhort, by all that unfortunate, but neceffary, defcription of perfons, 
who are, by their birth, precluded from the advantages of educas 
tion. 

‘« That is to fay, that this compaffionate being worked, curremte 
calamo, and at four fous per day, for thofe neceflitous individuals who 
were in want of petitions, memorials, accounts, bills; invoices, eftimat.s, 
tickets, addrefles, declarations of love, billets-doux, compliments of 
condolance, congratulation, requefts for liberation, feparation, or recon» 
ciliation, &c. &c. His benevolent and luminous complaifance eyen ex+ 
tended to the delivery of forged certificates of births, deaths, and mar- 
riages ; forged paffports, for France or foreign countriés ; ‘confeflional 
notes ; certificates of refidence, exiftence, indigence, or good conduét 5 
and even difmiffions from the fervice. In fhort, all the prifons of the 
Republic did not offer more refources than the officious niche of this 
univerfal writer, who was deftined to extend the benefits of his vaft 
erudition to all his fellow-citizens, of whatever clafs or condition, 

‘¢ At the commencement of the Revolution, he became firft Secre. 
tary, then Commiffioner to a Seétion, then Commiffioner of Superin- 
tendence, then Commiffioner, of Beneficence, then Civil Commiffioners 
and, laftly, Commiffioner-general to the whole Commune of Paris. 
For it is clearly proved that he was Commiffioner to a number of 
Sections at the fame time. 

‘¢ The labourer, they fay, muft live by his hire ; fo faid the Com- 
miffioner who obferved, that while he was managing the affairs of the 
nation he muft not forget his own; but, modeft as Saint Greluchon 
was humble, (who had his bed warmed from humility, ) our Commiflioner 
is now poffeffor, aye, and lawful poffeffor, of two houfes, the leaft of 
which is eftimated at a hundred thoufand crowns, 12,5001. fterling !'” 


This work is interfperfed with fongs and pieces of poetry, 
fome of which have merit. It, moreover, contains a correét 
lift of the members of the legiflature, whofe elections were 
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annulled, and of thofe that were profcribed and banifhed, by 
the arbitrary mandate of the three Directors, in September, 
1797 3 accompanied by a lift of the newfpapers that were 
fupprefled at that time, many of the editors of which were 


-imprifoned or tranfported. Thefe we fhall extra, as ufefal 
Hiftorical Memoranda. 


Lift of the Members of the New Third, excluded from the Legifla- 
tive Body, in confequence of the Tranfaétions of the 4th and 5th 
of September, the Names of the Departments by which they had 
been chofen, and the Ele&ions of which were annulled by the fame 
Law. 


(The 4 diftinguifhes fuch as were Members of the Council of Elders.) 


+ {© Deeartement de J’Ain) Sauffet, Piquet A. Ardéche, Fref- 
fenel, Chateauvieux A. Arriége, Vidalot. Aube, Riviére. Avey- 
ron, Capblat, Gineftel-Perfegals, Galtier A. Bouches-du-Rhone, 
Blan A. Remuzat A. Willot. Calvados, Jarry, Moiffon-Devaux, 
Quefnels, Piedoue d’Héritot A. Charente, Defcordes, Thorel, The- 
nard-Demouffeau. Cher, Grangier, Delametherie A. Céte-d’Or, 
Robert, Benoft. -Cdtes-du-Nord, Azais, Limon, Gauthier-La- 
mothe, Nayrode A. Dordogne, Carrier-Saint-Marc, Maine-Birar. 
Eure, Delpit, Pavie, Saint-Aignant, Marmontel A. Pefkai A. Eure- 
et-Loire, Laboullaye, Latache A. Gironde, Albefpy, Lavie A. He- 
gault, Rouch, Thourel A. Ife-et-Vilaine, Corbiére, Defnos, ‘ Pon- 
fard, Aubrée. Aw Bourlet A. Indre-et-Loire, Luchet-Dreux, Fon- 
tenay A. Gaultier A. Hainque A. Loire, Courbon-Saint-Geneft, 
Imbert. Haute-Loire;’ Gallet, Depeloux.Saint-Romain, Loire-I: - 
férieure, Baudot, Normand, Maccurtain, Tardiveau, l’Evéque A. 
‘Loiret, Johannet, Henri-Longuéve. Manche, Brohon, Collet-De- 
dcotils, Sivard, Dufour Maifconceile A. Marne, Deffaint-de-Chev ri- 
‘éres A. Mayenne, Louveau. Mont-Blanc, Roffel, Rofe, Guimery 
A. Morbihan, Lacarriére, Villaret-Joyeufe, Febvrier-d’ Artadon, 
-A. Montaut-de-Silles A. Mofelle. Hannaire.Vieville, Lemaire, 
Trotiére A. Deux-Nethes, Bofchaert, Werbrouck A. Nord, Aube. 
spin, Debacque, Delefaulx, Serive, Verninmen, Fieve Chaumont A. 
Oife, Bayard, Delahante, Defcourtils-Merlemont A, Orne, Bailleuil, 
Chable-Deflay, Berthereau. Pas-de-Calais, €orne, Dauchet, Dau- 
chez-d’Arras, Bacou A. Graridfire A. Puy-de-Déme, Lamy, Mi- 
4anges, Picot-Lacombe, Boilot A. Bas-Rhin, Kellet, Ferrat, A. 
“Haut-Rhin, Chambé, Wilhelm; Monnin A. Rhéne, Imbert-Co. 
‘lomés, Camille-Jordan, Haute-Sadme, Chabaud-Latour, Ferrand, 
‘Laterrade A. Sadne et Loire, Changarmer, Vandelin, Tupinier A. 
Sarthe, Menjot-Delhenne,. Piet, Belin-de-Beru A. Seine, Boifly- 
‘d’Anglas, Dutrefne, Defbonniéres, Emery, Quatremére-de,Quincy, 
_Morinais A. Flenrieu A. Seine-Inférieure, Belligay, Calonne- 
“d’Avénes, Charles, Hellot, Ledefvé, Lejaulne, Grégoire-Derumare. 
Seine-et Marne, Lynch, Rataud, Seine et Oife, Brunet, Tarbé, Vau- 
' villiers. 
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williers. Somme, Dehauffe Robecourt, Maillard Jubainville, Dar. 
guier A. Maillard A. Tarn, Laurent. Var, Verrion, Cauvet A, 
Vauclufe, Bernardy, Yonne, Leclerc.’’ 


Names of the Member} of the Legiftative Body, Dire@ors, “and 
other Individuals fentenced to Tran/portation, 


«¢ Aubry, Job Aimé, Bayart, Baifly-d’ Anglas, Bornes, Bourdon (de 
’Oife), Cadroy, Couchery, Delahaye. (de Ja Seine-Inférieure), De- 
larne, Doumerc, Dumolard, Duplantier, Duprat, Gilbert-Defmo- 
lieres. Henry-Lariviére, Imbert-Colomés, Camille-Jordan, Jourdan 
(des Bouchesdu-Rhane), Gau, Lacarriére, Lemarchant-Gomicourt, 
Lemerey, Merfan, Madier, Maillard (des cinq-cents), Noailles, 
André (de la Lozéres), Mayeuvre, Pavie, Paftoret, Pichegru, Po, 
liffart, Febvrier-Darraden, Quatremére, Saladin, Siméon, Van- 
villiers, Vaublanc, any ane et Willot, tous membres du 
confeil des cing-cents, 

“6 Barbé-Marbois, Dumas, Ferrand-Vaillant, Laffond-Ladebat, 
Laumont, Muraire, Murinais, Paradis, Portalis, Rovére, Tron. 
con-Ducoudrai, Blin (des Bouches-du-Rhone), tous membres du 
confeil des anciens, 

‘* Seront égalément déportés les direCteurs Carnot et Barthelemi, 
Brottier, Lavilleatnois, Duverne-du-Préle dit Dunan; Cochon, 
ex-miniftre ; d’Offonville, employe 4 la police ; Miranda, général ; 
Morgan, général; Suard, rédacteur des Nouvelles Politiques : 
Mailhe, ex-conventionnel ; et Ramel, commandant des grenadiers 
du corps légiflatif.’? 


Lift of the Journals that were fuppreffed, and of the Editor 


that were fentenced to be wenlparteds 


«© L,’ Abbréviateur, le Gardien de la conititution, le Journal des co. 
Jonies, le Journal des Journaux @ Bordeaux, 1|’Invariable, 1’ Impartial 
européen, I’Impartial bruxellois, le Grondeur, la Gazette uni- 
verfelle, la Gazette frangaife, |’Europe littéraire, 1’Eclair, le 
Déjeiner, VEcho, le Défenfeur des vieilles inftitutions, le Cr) 
public, ou les Fréres et Amis, Je Courrier républicain, le 
Courrier extraordinaire, Je Courrier de Lyon, le Cenfenr, 1’ Av~ 
rore, l’Anti-terrorifte, l’Accufateur public, les Actes des Apd- 
tres, les Annales catholiques, l’Argus, le Veridique, la ‘Tri. 
bune publique ou le journal des Elections, le Thé, le Tableau de 
Paris, le Speétateur du Nord, les Rapfodies, la Quotidienne, Je 
Précurfeur, le Poftillon des armées, le petit Gauthier, Perlet, l’Ob. 
fervateur de l’Europe, les Nouvelles politiques nationales et étran- 
géres, le Miroir, le Meffager du foir, le Memorial,” 


Lift of the Fournals referred far Examination to a@ Committee, 


‘© L’Analyfe des journawx, le journal des Dames, 1’Hiftorien, te 
Courrier des départemens, la Correfpondancge politique et - lig. 
3N2 téraie 
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téraire, le Belge frangais, 1’Auditeur national, l’Abeille, la Ga. 
ette des-departemens, le Porte-feuille, la Tableau de France et 
de 1’Europe, le Journal hiftorique et politique de 1’ Aube.”’ 


oin 
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Art. XIII. Vie de Voltaire, &c. i. e. The Life of Voltaire, 
followed by a Colleétion of Anecdotes which conftitute his 
private Life. By T. J. D. V. 80. Pp. 470. Price 6s. 
Buiffon, Paris; De Boffe, London. 1797, 

: HIS is a pofthumous work, written by the late s4¢ 

du Verney, who was an enthufiaftic difciple and agent 
of Voltaire. Under the old government of France he was 
twice imprifoned in the Baftile, and once fent into exile 
in the province of Auvergne, for his fatyrical attacks on 
the government, the clergy, and all the lawful authorities 

‘of the realm. It was during his laft confinement in the 

‘Baitile that he compofed the lite, or rather the panegyric, of 

‘his Hero, a fpurious edition of which appeared, without 

the author’s knowledge, in 1786, The farcafms againft the 

clergy, contained in this fketch, as he calls it, fecured its 
fuccefs, and encouraged the author to collect a greater quan- 
tity of materials, in order to render the work more compre- 

Ahenfive and complete. Hereduced thefe materials into their 

prefent form, during his confinement in the convent of the 

Carmes, in 1794. 

“The talents and reputation of Voltaire were well calcu- 
lated to excite the curiofity of the public on the events of 
a life of extraordinary length, and marked by extraordinary 
circumftances, Accordingly ten years ago his friend and 
difciple, Condorcet, undertook to gratify that curiofity, and, 
indeed, performed his tafk with more impartiality than 
could be reafonably expected from a man of his turn of 
mind. What with his lahours, and thofe of the Marquis 
de Luchet, Paliffot, Laharpe, Linguet, and Voltaire him- 
felf, the fubject appeared to be exhaufted. Yet, as Voltaire, 
like every other man of literary reputation in France, had 
conneétions, of one kind or other, with the moft diftinguifh- 
ed perfons of the age, there are a multitude of little circum, 
ftances relating to him which, though unimportant in them- 
felves, deferve to be collected, becaufe they ferveto fhew his pri- 
yate character, the particular fpirit of the times, and the ge- 
nera] paffians of the human heart. Voltaire haying been, 
for 80 years, an object of admiration and animadverfion to 
Europe, it became a matter of general intereft to colle&, in 
afingle volume, the whole {tock of anecdotes that concera 

| him, 

















Verney’s. Life of Voltaire. S14 


him, and that, at the fame time, throw a great light on the 
literary hiftory of the 18th century. From a perfonal ac- 
quaintance with Voltaire and his moft intimate friends, M. 
du Verney was enabled to collect the neceflary materiale for 
his work, and it appears that he was not deftitute of the 
talents requifite for difplaying them to advantage; at leaft, 
if he be the author of the laft fifty pages, which forma kind 
of Appendix, to which he has given the appellation of the 
Private Life. As to the firft part, or pudlic life of Voltaire, 
it contains little or nothing that was not known before. The 
author imitates, moft aukwardly, the ftyle and manner 
which his mafter adopted in his imperfect memoirs; he 
tires his reader by inceflantly expatiating on the pretend- 
ed fervices which his Hero rendered to humanity, by 
preaching the advantages of indefinite toleration, by at- 
tacking the moft ufeful inftitutions, by infufing into all his 
works that philofophical fpirit which made them fo dange- 
rous, and by teaching men to know their rights, and to 
fhake off their chains—that is, to diffolve all the bonds of 
fociety, and to treat with fovereign contempt the ties of 
honour, and the laws of decorum. 

In his private life Voltaire appears fuch as he really was, 
alternately beneficent and fordid, mild and irafcible, capri- 
cioys and docile, good-natured aad malignant, kind and vin- 
ditive, of a talerant and of a perfecuting (pirit.; ambitious 
to difplay a diftinguifhed part ; and a flave to the moft ridi- 
culous pufillanimity. 

Although the Private Life be written with more tafte than 
the Public Life, the author has, in fome inftances, exceeded 
the bounds of decency, particularly in his very circumftantial 
account of the conneétion between Voltaire and the Mar- 
chionefs du Chatelét, and of the death of the latter. The 
Secrets of Love are not fit for the public eye; befides it is 
not very reputable for Voltaire to appear in the eyes of pofte- 
rity in the capacity of a duped lover, nor yet for the Mar- 
chionefs du Chatelét, to be reduced, by her profligacy, toa 
level with the loweft proftitute. 

With thefe exceptions the latter part of the book is en- 
titled to praife. The anecdotes are well fele&ed and well 
told; the principal features of Voltaire’s character are ably 
delineated ; his, ggod and bad qualitics impartially weighed , 
and the ftyle is uniformly appropriate to the fubject ; fo 
that, if the author had contented himfelf with introducing 
into this part a number of anecdotes contained in the pre- 
ceding part (which fhould have been omitted) he would 
have made a ufeful and pleafant book, which he ‘might 

have 
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have entitled Memotrs of Voltaire, illufirative of ‘ihe Literary 
Hiftory of the Erghteenth Century. 

M. du Verney’ tells us, that he re-wrote all the firft edition 
of his work, becaufe the form of the French government 
having been changed, it became neceffary to change his fox 
that the ftyle of a republican cannot be the fame as that ofis an 
hiftorian who writes under the defpoti/m of Kings ; that the 
language of liberty differs from that of flaves, &c. bc. After 
this prefatory panegyric on republican eloquence, he thus 


opens. his fubject ;— 


«¢ Such Princes as Titus, Trajan, Marcus-Aurelius, and Henry IV, 
were certainly great gifts of nature ; but a true philofopher is itill’a 
greater gift ; and, as fich, Voltaire is, without contradiction, the 
mott glorious prefent that nature ever made’to man.’’ 


If this be the tone of republican liberty, it muft be allowed 
to be rather emphatic ; yet this opening reminds us of the 
opening of Scudery’s,Poem of Alaric, which was written under 


the Defpotif{m of Kings— 


«¢ Je chante Je vaingueur des vainqueurs de la terre :*’’ 


A thought certainly on a par with the —s ny 
fone. r 

In another paffage the author exclaims— 

“© Miftaked of judges cannot be repeated too often; they fhould be 
proclaimed, ifpolfible, in the voice, and with the ec/at, of thunder.”* 


But, in the forty-third chapter, where he {peaks of the 
French Revolution, and of the honours paid to the afhes of 
Voltaire, in 1792, he difplays all the richnefs of the republican 
fiyle. A blind ad@piratias of his hero, and a fuperftitious 
credulity, feem natural to him; they pervade every page of his 
work, ad influence all his decifiens ; ; at one time he writes 
the public life of Voltaire in the ityle of a young Monk of the 
fifteenth century, writing the legend of the founder of his 
onees at another, he affiimes the tone of an old nurfe, tell. 

nea choi it’s-itory to a child. 

‘Who could have believed that a man of literary talents 
would place the Heariade above all epic pocms, a cient or 
nuodern, becaufe it contains more wi/dom, and is more ufeful 5 
becaule Henry IV. is only influenced by {tate-neceility, an j 
never, has recourfe to prieficraft 3 hecaufe Homer, Virgil, 
faiiv, and Milton, contributed nothing to the perfection of 
morals, and would have done better to correct the follies ot 


— 





* «| fing the conqueror of the conquerors of the earth..”’ 
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their age, than to put them into magnificent verfe ; and, laitly, 
becaufe the liberty of thinking in France dates i its origin from 
the publication of that poem ¢ Who would have believed that 
there was nothing in antiguity that could be compared with 
THE PHILOSOPHICAL DISCOURSES ON MAN? Who could 
have believed that that obfcene pu rblication, Candide, would be 
preferred to Don Qui xate, tO W hich it has not the fmalleft 
refemblance, becaufe it is more mera/, and written in a deffer 
feyle, than the Spanifh Romanee? Yet fuch are his literary 
decifions, where he condefcends to aflign a motive for them ; 
but, in general, he applisy to all the works of his hero the 
ap pellation of chef d’euvre, which relieves him from the 
neceflity of entering into a difcuffion of their real merits. 
The biographical criticifm of a author is more exa& than 
his literary criticifm. He gravely tells us, that Mr. Arouet, 
then a Notary at Paris, offered his fon, at the age of fixteen, 
the place of Advocate- general of the Court of Aids; a fitua- 
tion for which he was not qualified, either by his age or his 
birth ;—that, in 1745, Voltaire had acquired fuch an afcen- 
dancy over the mind, of Jouis XV. that that monarch had it 
in contemplation go admit him to his PavAs parties, a con- 
ceffion diretly repugnant to ne known {trictnelfs in.all matters 
of etiquette ; and that, in the court gave the poct to 
underitand, that, if he would (e tranflate the Pfalms, he might 
be made a Cardinal tf 
We thall conelude this article with an anecdote of Voltaire, 

but little known, attelted by Arnaud de Baculard, from his 
eeaer knowledge of the fact, ‘but omitted by the Abbé du 

erney, probably becaufe it reflectslittle honour on the mem ory 
of his hero:—After the death of the Marchionefs du Cha- 
telet, Frederick the Second wifhed to have Voltaire rcfide at 

3erlin, and fent him an invitation for that purpote, as being 
his oldeft friend. The bard pleaded a variety of ‘excufes for 
refufing the invitation; fuch as the intemperance of the 
climate, a projected j journey to Italy, his regard for his niece, 
and the incon{tancy of Kings. But the true caufe of his refufal 
was the negleét of the monarch, with whom Miberality was no 
‘favourite virtue, to fend him money to defray the expence of 
his journey. Voltaire, though then worth from forty to 
fifty thoufand pounds, had the meannefs, at laft, to afk the 
King for money. Frederick, at firft, expreffed, at once, his 
indignation and contempt at the application ; ; but, after fome 
reflection, his friendfhip prevailed over his parfimony, he 
remitted a fum of five hundred pounds, and Voltaire imme | 
diately fet off for Berlin. 
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Art. XIV. Recherches fur la Geagraphie Syftematique ef pofitive 
des Anciens, Sc. i.e. Refearches into the /yftematic and pofitive 
Geography of the Ancients ; intended to ferve as a Bafis to the 
Hiftory .of ancient Geography. By P. F. J. Goilelin, of 
the National Inftitute of France. 4to. 2 Vol. Pp. 593. 
Price 11. 16s. Paris. Imported by De Boffe. 1798. 


HE memoirs contained in thefe volumes were defigned 

for infertion in the colle@tion publifhed by the Academy 
of Infcriptions and Belles Lettres, of which the author was a 
member ; but the fuppreffion of that fociety, fince the Revo-~ 
lution, rendered it neceflary to give them to the world in an- 
other form. They form a fequel to the Geography of the 
Greeks analyzed ; a work by the fame author, who propofes 
to publifh fome farther memoirs upon the fame fubje@t. The 
object of thefe refearches is to fix the bafis of a Hiffory of 
ancient Geography at different Epochs, on which Mr. Goflelin 
is now employed, and which he means to publifh very foon. 
The two volumes before us are, each, accompanied with good 
alphabetical tables ; the firft hasten maps at the end, forming 
fix fheets; and the laft four maps forming three fhects, befides 
a ye of triangles for the fyftem of geography by Marinus of 

re. 

The author promifes, firft, to reftore the geographical 
fyftems of the ancients, a developement of which will tend 
to remove a multitude of difficulties that now occur in read- 
ing the hiftorians and geographers of antiquity : and, fecondly, 
to follow the track of. the kit navigators along the coatts, 
and that of the firft travellers in the interior of the Continent, 
in order to afcertain the principal places which they vifited, 
and to fix the limits of their difcoveries. 


‘¢ Hitherto,’ fays Mr. Goffelin, ‘* writers have rather gueffed 
than afcertained the fituation of the places mentioned by the ancients ; 
it is high time to give up the art of conje¢ture, and ‘to fubftitute in its 
place facts and meafures capable of bringing back ancient geography 
to the rank of exa@ {cience.’’ 


He begins his refearches with Africa, whence he means to 
carry them to the Southern Coaft of Afia, and then to the in- 
terior parts of that vaft Continent. He next intends to 
examine the Northern Coafts of Europe,’ and to defcribe the 
whole circle of the Mediterranean, indicating the progrefs of 
the nations and colonies which have fucceflively peopled its 
fhores or.its iflands. 

The plan is very extenfive, and its utility manifeft, pro- 


vided the execution be equal to the defign ; but it 1s extremely 
tal diffieult 
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difficult, in fuch a work, to avoid the {pirit of fyftem; and it 
is, moreover, fo ufual to fubftitute conje€tures tor facts, that 
we thould withhold our confidence from profeffions, however 
explicit, until an opportunity be afforded tor af{certaining their 
fincerity, Mr. Gotlelin has certainly all the requifite quali- 
fications for enfuring fuccefs to fuch an undertaking ; and, at 
all events, his labours will be attended with the beneficial 
effe&t of throwing great light on the moit obfcure part of anti- 
guity ; and his difcoveries, joined to thofe of his countrymen, 
Sampfon, Delifle, and Danville, cannot fail to increafe the 
{tock of our knowledge refpecting the geography of the 
ancients. 

The firft memoir contains an examination of the geogra« 
phical fyftem of Hipparchus, the celebrated aftronomer and 
mathematician, who laid the firft foundation of the fyftem of 
geography, purely aftronomical, in the fchool of Alexandria, 
one hundred and fifty years before the birth of Chrift; and 
whom the author regards as the founder and reftorer of what 
he calls pofitive geography. While, however,: he maintains 
that the principles of Hipparchus are certain, he acknow- 
ledges that he is not always happy in the choice of his mate- 
rials, nor in the combinations which refult from them ; and 
that he fometimes overturns, in a {trange manner, politions 
which Erato{thenes had laid down with great precifion. 

The fecond memoir contains refearches on the geographical. 
knowledge of the ancients refpecting the Weltern Coats of 
Africa. The author examines the courfes of Hanno, Scylax, 
and Polybius ; the tables of Ptolemy, and the different tradi- 
tions refpecting the Iflands in the Atlantic Ocean. His.con- 
clufion from all thefe refearches is, that the knowledge which 
the ancients had of the Weftern Coafts of Africa was much 
lefs extenfive than it has been hitherto fuppofed to have been 3 
that the Carthaginians did not penetrate farther than Cape 
Bajador ; that the extent of their courfes muft be reduced from 
twelve or fifteen hundred to two hundred and fourteen leagues ; 
and, in fhort, that, if we except the Canary Ifles, the dif- 
covery of which, though pofterior to the voyage of Hanno, 
was neverthelefs made by the Carthaginians, the people of 
Europe, until the time of Gr/ianez, in 1432, only purfued the 
track which Hanno had marked out for them upwards of 
2,424 years before. 

Mr. Goflelin is of opinion that the famous circuit of Hanno, 
now in exiltence, is only an extract from that of the Cartha- 
ginian General ; but that, in its prefent ftate, althongh altered 
in fome refpects, it is a valuable record, the oreatelt part of 
which bears evident andinconteftible marks of authenticity. 

Appendix, VOL. I. 3 0 The 
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The third memoir relates to the geographical knowle dee 
of the ancients refpeéting the Ealtern Coafts of Africa. 
Modern writers appear to the author to have omitted an error 
of the f:me kind on this fubject as on the other, by extending 
the difcoverics of the ancients fat beyond theit reat limits. 
He is of opinion that this error proceeds from fome alterations 
which have been made in Ptoletny’s work. ‘This memoir is 
devoted to the purpofe of reftoring that work, as nearly as may 
be, to its original f{tate. With: that view it is divided - 
two parts; the firft of which relates tothe extent of coa(t tha 

fes between the Arabian Gulph and the Promontory 4romata 

and the fecond, to the part which runs from that Promontory 
to Cape Prafum, beyond which the knowledge of this ancient 
geographer did not extend. . 

An examination of the authorities on which is founded the 
¢ommion opinion that the ancients made the circuit of Africa, 
forms the fourth methoir, which finifhes the volume: ‘The 
author had himfelf adopted that opinion in his Geography of 
the Greeks andlyzed ; but a deeper inv citigation of the fubject 
has convinced him of the impoffibility of reconciling it with 
the knowledge poffefled by the ancients. He thinks it -is 
deriionftrated by the refearches contained in this memoir, not 
only that there does not exift, in the traditions and itineraries 
of the aricients, the flightett roof that the circuit of Africa was 
ever made, either’ by the Phenicians or by the Greeks; but 
even that the relations by which writers have pretended to 
eftablifh this fact are as chimerical as the fyftems by which’ 
they feck to fupport them. 

The fecond volume begins with enquiries info the ge2graph hi 
cal Siftem of Polybius, whofe work pon geography is only 
known by fome imperfect extraéts given by Strabo and Pliny. 
Polybius, it feems, had given fonie account of every part of 
the globe that was known’ i in his, days; and had perlonally 
éxamined a confiderable portion of it with that {pirit of “obf fer- 
ation which characterizes all his writings ft appears that 
he had difcuffed fome points of a! ftronoinical geog raphy, and 
given to others a degree of precifion which the Grecks had 
not attained. But though his maps were, in many re{pects, 
inore accurate than thofe of Eratofthenes, they neverthelefs 
contained a number of important errors. 

The account of the voyage which he had undertaken on the 
Weftern Coafts of Africa, by order of Scipio AZmilianus, 
contains a very accurate defcription of thofe coafts. Mr. re 
felin examines the voyage with mich greater attention thar 
any of his predecefiors ; it appears to him to throw the 

greaten light onthe expedition of Hanno, and to fix, wit 
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certainty, the extent of a navigation, of which all the pat 
accounts had materially varied. He has particularly derived 
from thenee a multiplicity of faéts to prove, that the Cartha- 
ginians and Greeks had never extended their courfes be syond 
Cape Bajador. This circumftance alone ferves to place Poly.- 
bius very high on the lift of geographers who lived before the 
Chriftian zra. 

In the fecond memoir the author examines the Geographical 
Syftem of Marinus of Tyre, who flourifhed towards the end of 
the firft century of the Chrittian zra, and had acquired conti-~ 
dlerable reputation in this branch of ftudy ; but of the fruits 
of his labs ours we know nothing but what we learn from the 
animadve rfions of Ptolemy. Mr. Gollelin afcribes the lofs of 
his works to their defects ; yet he is of opinion that Ptolemy 
is indebted for 2 part of the great celebrity which he has 
obtained, {or whic *h, to ule our author’s language, he has 
ufurped,) to his adoption of the productions of Marinus, to 
which he has given 2 more regular form, confiftency, and 
clearnefs, 

In order to difcover the bafis eftablifhed by Marinus, in the 
work of Ptolemy, the author omits every thing that wcleiioe 
perfonally to the laft, and confines his attention to the tables 
of longitude and latitude fettled by the firft. From this modé 
of difcuffion he derives the double advantage of reftoring a 
geocraphical fy{ter which has been loft for 1,500 years, and 
of fixing a new epoch in the hiftory of the {cience of geography. 
He finds, by Marinus, that the different aftronomical fyf{tems 
of geography, given by the Greeks, were all foundgd on an 
ancient map, with the conftru@tion of which they were unac- 
guainted, which underwent fucceflive alterations by them, and 
which, in its primitive purity, exhibited the refult of a long 
feries of obfervations, as exact as any of thofe which we now 


poflefs, 


An enquiry into the geographical knowledge of the ancients 
re[pedling the Arabian Gulph, commonly called the Red Sea, 
fills two-thirds of the fecond volume. ‘The coafts of this 
culph were inhabited by the moft ancient people of which any 
accounts have been tranf{mitted to modern times; but no 
documents exift by which the degree of knowledge which they 
poffefled refpecting the gulph, on their firft eftablithment in 
Its vicinity, can be afcertained. Itis only in the books of the 
jews and the Greeks that any information on this point can 
be acquired. 

The author examines thefe books ; and, in the firft place, 
fhews what was the general knowledge of both thefe people on 
the fubje& ; he then enters into their particular ftock of infor- 
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mation, and endeavours, by comparing their defcriptions, theiy 
itineraries, and their maps, to find acertain means of afcertain- 
ing the principal places of which they fpeak. He examines 
the voyages of Agatharchides of Gnidos, who lived 180 years 
before the Chriftian gra; and of Artemidorus of Ephefus, 
whofe work was written 80 years before, Only fome frag- 
ments of thefe works have been preferved, and are to be found 
{cattered about in the productions of different writers of an- 
tiquity, 

From his enquiries into the voyages of Solomon he is led 
togonclude that they were confined to the Arabian Gulph ; 
and he afcertains the knowledge of the Jews refpeting that 
guiph. He is of opinion that the city of Ophir, whither 

olomon fent his fleets in queft of the rich cargoes of gold and 
filver, fo celebrated in Scripture, ftill exifts, under a different 
name, in the Northern part of Yemen. He is alfo of opinion, 
that the word Tarfbifb, on which fo many differtations have 
been written, does not fignify any fixed place, but the /ea, ia 
the moft extenfive acceptation of the term. , 

We have faid fufficient of this work to give our readers an 
idea of its importance, The author certainly difplays great 
erudition, and his produétion will afford confiderable gratiti- 
cation to whofe who take pleafure in this f{pecies of literature, 
He has thrown frefh light upon ancient geography, and fup- 

lied the means of explaining many obfcure paflages in Greek 

and Latin writers; but he is not.wholly exempt from the 
reproach which he cafts upon his predeceffors, for Jaunch- 
ing into the fea of conjecture, and being influenced by a 
fpirit of fyftem. 
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Art. XV. Refleétions on Monroe’s View of the Condué of 
the Executive, as putlifbed in fifteen Letters in the Ga- 
xette of the United States, under the Signature of Scipio, 
(No Notice when, where, or by whom printed.) 





1? the people of the United States thefe letters muft 
needs have been as acceptable as they were impor- 
tant and ufeful: even in this country, though our intereft in 
them be no doubt fomewhat more remote, they will be read 
with pleafure by every man who, with us, thinks it of mo- 


ment either to watch the progrefs of thefe new asain, oF 
tlia 
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{till farther to afcertain the deep and almoft diabolical art by 
which France feeks to effect her purpofe of overturning every 
fettled government, 

Mr. Monroe, (a native, we belicve, of the much-perverted 
and fadly degenerate State of Virginia,) it will be remem- 
bered, was minifter from the United States to the French 
Republic, at an intetefting period, and fuperfeded by Mr. 
Jxncge ys Before his miflion, and fince his recall, he has al- 

ays been very generally regarded as a leading man in that 
aftive and aweful party in his country, diftinguifhed chiefly 
by their enmity to Great Britain and devotion to France ; of 
which faction, the ruling purpofe and aim are now well 
known to have been the tacking the United States as a pro- 
vince to the French Republic. Had this deep-laid projeét 
fucceeded, it would have been more than curious to have 
refiected, that her independence fhould be loft by the very 
fame means by which it was obtained, that is to fay, by en- 
trufting her moft effential interefts to the management of 
perfons hoftile not only to her executive, but to fome of the 
leading principles of her exifting, government. The fate of 
Great Britain might have taught them to beware how they 
iplit on this rock, 

Waving the confideration of Mr. Monroe’s very flagrant 
breach iw conduét in publifhing, without either authority of 
permiffion, the confidential correfpondence between the ‘Pre- 
fident of the United States, and their Minifter in France ; 
and waving alfo any diftin@ ftri€tures on the fervile devo- 
tion of this gentleman, to the ruling power of France, as 
contrafted by his extremely difrefpecttul, and even difobe- 
dient condu@ to that of his own country, the writer of 
thefe letters propofes to confine himfelf to fix fpecific 


charges. 


“‘ The Firft of thefe is his not having complained, as he was 
inftructed todo, of the decree which, difpenfing with fome articles 
of the treaty of amity and commerce, was attended with the moft 
ruinous effeéts on the American commerce. 

“‘ 2dly, That, without any authority for fuch an opinion, he in- 
formed the Committee of Public Safety. of his well knowing that 
if, upon confideration, after the experiment made, it fhould be their 
opinion that it produced any folid good to the Republic to difregard 
the 23d and 24th articles of the treaty, the American government, 
and his co untrymeny W ould not only bear the departure from thofe 
articles with patience, but with pleasure, 


It is hardly poffible not to paufe a moment here to obferve, 


en paffant, how deep this ex-minifter is in the moft dangerous 
of 
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of the Jacobin doftrines. By the diftin&tion here hinted, ag 
exifting between the government and the people of a country, 
it is more than infinuated, that, fhould the government prove 
retractory and unmanageable, the people might eafily be fo 
deluded by the ufual arts of factious men, as actually to op- 
pofe the executive power, and violently enforce its ac- 
euiefcence, } 


“* 3dly, He either grofsly mifreprefented, or failed truly to repre. 
fent the object of Mr. Jay’s miffion to the court of Great Pritain. 

‘« gthly, He unneceffarily and improperly pledged himielf to the 
€ommittee of Public Safety i in France to communicate to them the 
concn of the treaty negociated | by Mr. Jay with Great Britain. 

«-‘ethly, He encouraged the French Republic i in a project to ob- 
eain bx a loan a fum of money from the United States, to enable it to 
profecute the war; a meafure which his inftructions pofitively for- 
bade, which would inevitably fave drawn them from a ftate of 
neutrality, and would have rendered them dependent on the for- 
tunes, to which from that zime they would haye been infeparably 
united. 

““ 6thly, He neglected for a long {pace of time, to ufe with 
fnoerity, diligence, and prudence, the meang which were put in 
his power by the Prefident, for fatisfying the Directory of France, 
that the commercial treaty with Great Britain, was proper and ne 
eeflary for the peace and profpe rity of the United States, and did 
not impair any prior obligations with France or any other nation, and 
did not proceed from any motives unfriendly to France, as had been 
mnwifély and wickedly mifreprefented on both fides the water.’ 


Pp. 7) 8, 


Ail thefe heayy charges we think this author has made 
good, and by the moft irrefragable and {fatisfaCtory of all 
arguments, viz. the ftatements and admiflions of the gen- 
_tleman himfelf againft whom they are alledged. In various 

oints of view the circumitance is ftriking and important : 
in the firft place it amounts almoft to a proof, that this Mr, 
Monroe was not the unprejudiced and difinterefted friend 
of his country, but the willing, zealous tool of his party, 
impofed on the executive power, and in an evil hour of un- 
guarded confidence employed by them, undertaking the 
miffion, on purpofe to fell that country co France. Of an 
other guilt, or even error, in thus employing a power, hoftile 
not only to their particular views, but to the general will and 
with ot the States, than that of a want of fufficient fore- 
fight, or fufficient firmnefs to refift popular recommenda- 
tions, -we find no proofs; but the faét furnifhes the world 
with another ftriking inftance, in confirmation of an impor- 
tant afertion firft-advanced by M. Mallet du Pan, that the 
diforganizers of all governments effect their downfalls, not 
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by feducing the people at large, but by corrupting fome of 
the perfons entrufted by government: that this ambaifador, 
and the party in his country with which he was confederated, 
were as much the creatures of the French Dire€tory, as the 
leading members of the council of 560 are, or any otlrer of 
their more immediate and avowed de ependents, will now ~ 
doubted of by no man, who has given due attention to th 
courfe of politics inthe United States for the laft two or hive 
years. Happily for thofe our quondam brethren and fellow 
fubjeéts, the plans and projects of this defperate party were 
not feconded as they were in Switzerland, by intriguing Ge- 
nerals and plundering armies ; and, ferfible of the immi- 
nent danger they have thts efcaped, it is to be hoped the 
American government, as well as all others, will here- 
after be more on their ouard. 

Befides thefe great points, this pamphlet has in it many oc- 
cafional and incidental remarks, well deferving our atten- 
tion. “There is much meaning in the following fentence, 
extracted from a letter of Mr. Monroe’s, to the American 
Secretary of State in r794. After extolling the power and 
fucceffes of France, he adds, ‘* In any event it will produce 
fuch effeét, that if America ftrikes the blow her own interef? 
diftates, and every other co onfideration prompts,” (i. e. we fup - 
pofe, if America enters into an a alliance, offénfite and de- 
fenfive, with France, and, in confequence, attacks the 
Britifh Weft-India polfeffions, ‘¢ it muft be decifive ; and if 
not ruinous to the fortunes of that proud and imfolent naticn, 
(Great Britain ») will certainly procure us the objects we have 
in view,” (i. e. a large portion of Britith commerce.) See 
>. 44. In the next page we find fomie curious hints as to 
the loan expected, which France was to repay by fecuring to 
the Americans “ the navigation of the Mififtippi, the 
weftern ports, and proteétion againft the Apert ~ Pe hee 
In fhort, American blood, and American treafures, were to 
have Been lavifhed to gratify ‘‘ an infatiable Republic, who 
would never have thought they did enough, till Great Bri- 
tain flrould be added to her congu ered countries.” P. 47 
Their fate, had they, accdrding to the fchemes of this 
party, really been thus fraternized, is thus faithfully and 
forcibly defcribed in the pi@ture he draws of Batavia—* drained 
of millions to fupport the French pe ies, frug2iity and ins 
duftry banifhed, commerce deftroyed, all the ufefui emplof- 
ments of a peace eftablifhment neg le&ted or forbidden ; in 
fhort, a Republic without a will, and citizens without ; 
power over their perfons or property.” P. 48. The Anti- 
féderalift, Democratic, or Jacobin party in America, are 
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faid to be indebted for the notice which the public has be= 
ftowed on them, principally ‘ to the malignant hatred which 
they have uniformly declared againft Great Britain.”’ They 
confidered it as their pride and glory to ‘‘ love France, and 
hate Britain, even with Gallic hatred; and they are faid to 
have laboured inceflantly, as is every where the practice of 
fuch parties, ‘‘ to render the adminiftration of the govern- 
‘ment odious to the people.”’ Pp. so, 51. 

‘< Tt is a lamentable and aN truth that there. has 
been, and is, a perfeét concert of action between the French 
party here, aad the ruling power of France.’ ‘ It is by 
this policy (viz. that of gaining over to their intereit 
an active and daring party in any country) which France 
perfedtly underftands, and will never neglect, that fhe has 
added fo largely to her territory during the prefent war; and 
which is to be guarded again{t- only by a refolution in every 
government to exclude from their councils thofe. faithlefs 
men, who, whether the dupes or guides of foreign politics, 
no longer deferve their confidence.” p. 58. ‘* That the 
weight of Prefident Wafhington’s fervices might be dimi- 
nifhed or taken away, calumny and falfchood have been at 
work night and day: certamm Gazettes in our country have 
teemed with every malevolent fiction that Could be devifed 
againtt him ; and not content with taking editors and Gazettes 
into pay, it may be believed the French Republie have hired 
feveral writers to criminate, revile, and libel the condu& of 
the late Prefident.”’ 

How exact a counterpart is all this to what has too long 
been, and itill is, the cafe even in .this country, where 
new{papers, and ether publications of various forts, together 
with a ftill larger number of haranguers and fpeech-makers, 
perfift, with the moft provoking effrontery, to infult the 
public with their foolith declamations in favour of French 
liberty ! 

Who the writer of this fpirited pamphlet is we have not 
been able to learn ; and therefore we can only fay of him, that 
he appears to be both a well-informed and a well-principled 
man; and we know not where we could find a publication of 
its fize that gives a greater infight intosthe prefent ftate of 
American politics. The ftyle is plain, but perfpicuous 4 
and, excepting a few Americanifms, correct and fufficiently 
forcible. 
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Art. XVI. The American Annual Regifter ; or, Hiftorical 
Memoirs of the United States for the Year 1796. Phila- 
delphia. “January igth, 1797. Pp. 288. 


ne ain publication bears little other refemblance than its 
name to the compilations in England with the fame 
title. It is divided into eleven chapters, and a table of their 
contents is prefixed, whichis almoft the only inftance of method 
or order that we can defery inthe work ; for there is little or 
no variety, or diverfity, of materials, and of courfe no arrange- 
ment of them. Hence the work refembles the fhort-hand 
report Of the minutes of a democratic club, or fpouting fociety, 
rathér than any fuch digetted detail of events as merits being 
called Hiftorical Memoirs. 

The ‘compiler, we have undeérftood, is a Mr. Callender, 
one of thofe infuriated democrats who, in the beginning of 
thefe troubles, wasf@ fortunate as-to run away from §cotland, 
and thus efcaped Being fent away along with his compatriots, 
Muir, &c. Like fome other ex- patriots, of {till greater name 
and notéy he Hoped to have been received in America with 
open arms, thotigh his chief grownd for expecting fuch favour 
from a foreign coufitry was the having rendered himfelf 
odious -to his own. Appfointed to no éminent ftation,; em- 
ployed inno pablic ftruft, the has, fince his ‘emigration, 
earnéd a wretched fubfiftence, folely and wholly, as far as 
we caf leatny by becoming an author by profeflion, though 
his chief employaent even.in that avay has been writing 
for “hewfpapérs.. By being thus blind to his merits, or, at 
any ratejthus tlow'to p atronize and reward them, his adopted 
countfy is in a fair way of having as little of his efteem and 
good will as that by which hé has been rejefted: though we 
certainly are not among tke undiftinguifhed and extravagant 
encomiafts of the American revolution, we yet do moft fin« 
cerely and cordially with well to the people of America ; 
and therefore cannot-but with that our country may long 
continue to beftow on them, ‘and that they may continue to 
receive, from us, lefs equivocal and more fubftantial marks of 
our regards thansexpitriated patriots, If it be poflible, it 
certainly is not very probable, that a bad fubject in Great 
Britain, fhould, all oma fudden, become a good one in the 
United States, and fuch have been nine out of ten of the 
perfons who have lately .emigrated from this country to 
North America: it is but juftice to add, however, that 
the reception of thefe perfons in that country has not, in gene- 
ral, been fuch as to hold out much encouragement to future 

Appendix, VOU. 1. 3P Rene 











830 APPENDIX. 


Renegadoes ; many of thofe to whom it was permitted to re- 
turn, having gone out bankrupts, have returned beggars. 
Dr, Prieftley, it is true, ftill remains, but he is neglected, 
fhunned, and fcorned ; and the author of this work has been 
defcribed to us as literally in rags. 

The book, no ‘doubt, is ill-digefted and ill-written ; the 
facts it pretends to narrate are often perverted and falfe, and 
the inferences drawn from them as groundlefs and ill fup- 
ported as their premifes: yet is not the writer wholly with- 
out abilities; though his arguments, when he prefumes to 
argue, are trite and trivial, and his reafoning powers in ge- 
neral extremely limited, yet many of his obfervations are 
fhrewd as well as farcaitic; and as one of ouf)corre- 
fpondents very, properly fays of him, he rarely wapts*venom. 
Balchey, irregular, abfurd, and abufive as his book in 
general is, we have found in it many obfervations which 
give a -great,infight into the ftate of politics and parties. in 
that country. Its moit important part@jarepa detail of the 
proceedings of Congrefs; but the larger pOrtion of the work 
is taken up with low, coarfe, vulgar, and ¢ahumnious com- 
ments onthe conduct of this country, of which, being the 
avowed advocaté of the French Repgblic, itis perfectly in 
character for him to be the decided andjinveterate foe. | 

To give any regular analyfiswof a work declared to be 
defignedly irregulary is not in our power: we will, however, 
for* the fatisfaction of our readers, as “‘welautm over its 
pages; note’a few of its moft {trikingpaffages g.mor, though 
almoft totally unconnected with each ether, will jour, ex- 
tracts, on that account, appear to mju@h predate difadyan- 
tage in our tramfeript, than they do in kok Pom which 
we tranfcribe. . _— 

» Ona competition between Mr.,Daytom and Mr. Muhlen- 
berg, for the chair of the Speaker, it is faid that the latter 
had been elected Speaker-by the fist and-third Congrefs— 


«¢ Bat, in the ach4té about democratic {deieties IM lat feffion, when 
the Houfe were equally divided, His'@atting tote was dh their favour. 
Perhaps it was partly for ¢his, and’ fome other reaforis of the fame 
kind, that Mr. Dayton, Who had Mitten va thofé freieties, was 
now chofen by a majority to the’chair. “Whe falary of the Speaker 
is twelve dollars per day,’’ &cy P. 20 yr - 

‘¢ The Vice Prefident, Mr. Adams, who is paid five thonfand 
dollars per annum, for doing almott nothing,’ &c..r. 3. 

‘“¢ ‘The people of England have eng befiowed unbounded admira. 
tion on Charles Fox, that ringleader of electioneering bludgcon-imen ; 
apd this very ‘Thomas Esfkine bas been one of his loudeit encomiatts. 

: ‘The 
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‘The applanfe of fuch people, like a counterfeit bank-note, is a pre. 
fent not worth acceptance.”’ P. 7. 


From p.9, to P. 20, there ig a tedious and confufed ac- 
count of an impeachment of fome fpeculating land-job- 
bers, for an attempt, or a fuppofed attempt, to bribe fome 
of the members of Congrefs, which, as far as we can un- 
derftand it, we own impreffes us with no favourable idea 
either of the dignity or the purity of an American Legif- 
jature. ) 

In p. 20, fpeaking of the fettlement of Wifming, in Penn- 
fylvania, he fays— 

‘¢ Bd@mund Burke, in Dodfley’s Annual Regifter, gave an ac- 
coufit Of a maflacre there in very exaggerated terms, which. has 
fince beerttranfcribed into the contindation of Hume and Smollett’s 
Hiftoryrof England ; and has alfo efcaped into Mr. Gordon’s Hiftory 
of the Am@rican Revolution.’? Now he afferts— ‘‘ om the authority 
of perfonssbelongimg.@o the fettlement, who were prefent at the bat- 
tlevand capitulagom and not difpofed to celebrate the humanity of re- 
fugees and ayag that it 1s not true that after the furrender of the 
forts thefe was'g general maffacreg,or indeed any, maffaege at all.’” 

<¢ So €normous is the price of wegetables in Philadelphia, that a 
healthy jougnéyanan vaiter might devour almof& one half of his 
i Pp, 26. 


Wages in potatoes and Oniong..’ 


. < ‘. oi . baad . 
Sce in.e; 349@, curious imftance of the incommodioufnefs 
of travelli apd of the Wmpartiality with whigh «ravellers 
are treatedtim fome ofthe diftrids of North*Amtrica. ' 


Ms : 

Tn fore parts o America? education is of difficult accefs : thus 
in Bali? » the mi! rate otwfthool-wages for reading, writing, 
Or cahifie Dp ateoumts, is four dollars per quarter, “Befides the price of 
fireswood, which comes tola dollar for the winter feafon. If a 
poor man fends fotit childsen to f@hool, they coft him 17 dollars 
per @tnum’ eachy or68 dollars for the whole. If we compute 
the wages of fuch a man himfelfat fix dollars and a half per week, 
and many fatheg§-of families ‘have not fo mughy this comes only to 
three hundred and uhirgy-eightdollars a year, of which fixty-eight 
dollars forfehoo! wages form fomewhat more than a fixth part. In 
confequence of this difproportion, and extreme rate of fchool wages, 
many poor people in Balgimore cannot afford fending their children to 
{chool. Is it thei togbe expected, that the rifing generation will be 
remarkable for the purity of their miaiiners ?’’ Pp. 44. 






e 





In p. 69 the land-jobbirfg fpeculation is refumed ; the pri- 
foners, Randall and Whitney, on their petition, &c. were 
releafed, tle Houfe acknowledging that— 


*«'They found not the fmalleft evidence of their guilt.’’—** The 
fate of Charles Whitney gives a glorious prefage cf the govern. 
ment ‘that will take place at the end of this century in the con. 
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greflional fanctum fanétorum of ten miles fquare, If Congrefs {port 
thus with our liberties in the centre of a populous city, they will be a 
thoufand times more arbitrary in a defart remote from public infpec- 
tion, and where they are abfolute mafters.’”? 

__ In no part of the union is the growth of population more rapid 
‘than in Kentucky and Teneffee. ‘The emigrants to the former, during 
the years of 1795 and 1796, cannot be lefs than fixty thoufand per- 
fons ; and it will, perhaps, be proved from the regifters kept for the 
routes of Pittfhurg and the Wildernefs, ‘that they much exceed that 
number. Mr. White, Delegate to Congrefs from Tenneffee, faid, 
he did not think’ the emigrants to that State, for the year 1795, could 
be fewer than twenty thoufand.”” p. 83. 

In the next,page, the writer firft adverts to fomefotitces of 
contention, and fome embryo projects of difunion,- which, 
however little of the public notiee they may hitherto have 
engaged, feem to us to be pregnant with probabilities ofevents 
of the utmoft importance to the American corifederation. 
This is a feparation, either by compact, he 4 a violent rup- 
ture, Between the Faft and Northern State§ amd thofe of the 
South ; between whom fome luxuriant fecde of jealoufy and 
irreconciléable efimity were deeply fown, evén before they 
united. All that-was very extraordinagy was, that they were 
united, and that their union has lafted fo long?” Many hints 
on this, topic are accidently dropped ‘throu foil the work, 
whigh well deferve Very ferio Fail echerall ntion. 

‘© Such» kind jof writing (viz. fcurrilous: party. -pleees) has not 
been peculiar to the Minerva; nor is it theprinter, but she readers, 
who are anfwerable for exiftence, Tf the were firmly deter- 
mined to difcountenance {ugh publication®; @ eRe file of a 
queftion they might happen to lean, party printer@weuld foon wéquite 
a decent ftyle.’’ Pp. 88. | eA 

«© The United States have, at pfefeng, near fi¥e millions of pedple, 

They double juft about once in twenty-five vears ; and thus, im Iefs 
than feventy yeatsg the Gnion, will hav@ thirty"millicns of perfons.”? 
Pr. 98. bales "ro : ’ 
Sce an humble, but ftriking, taftance OF the uneomfortable ~ 
nefs of refiding, out of agity, in Amepca, for want of regular, 
capable, and reafonable trade{men, in tne mott ordinary occu- 
pations ; and from the extravagant wagesot fervants, “ higher 
than in any part of Europeg’® Pp, 112. , 

See alfo fome debates, not very unlike fome that have lately 
been agitated in the Britith Houle of Commons, on the ule 
and abufe of debates being reported in newlpapers, &c. 
Pp. 119, 281, and 282. 

To fhew with what dignified decorum debates are concluded 
in American alfemblies, the following fpecimen is adduced ;— 

‘ The 
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¢¢ The debates at laft became extremely tirefome, fo little attention 
as paid by members to each other, w hile fpeaking, that it was often 
impoilible to hear them, on account of the intenfe noife of fubordinate 
harangues. In one of the latter, a gentleman fpoke as follows ;— 
‘ Why, we are growing worfe than ufual ; we have got five or fix 
lawyers among us, who would talk about nothing ull the day of 
judgement.’ Indeed their amendments upon amendments often got 
into fuch a labyrinth, that it was utterly impoffible for the moft 
expert talker of debates to have told what the Houfe was difputing 
about, or what they would be at.’ P. 31. 
«© Every man in Philadelphia knows that, for fome time paft, various 
oods, hardware, cutlery, and muflins, for example, have been often 
fold agsbalf of their wholefale price in Sheftield and Manchetter, ‘This 
isyanothér feature of American fimplicity. Such retailers can fcarcely 
have a @efign of paying their correfpondent. Thus Britifh piracies 
by fea ate partly retaliated upon dry land, ‘The violent fupport 
which the late treaty received in thé fea-port towns of America, 
derived Part of its vigour from the profpect éntertained by certain 
perfons 6f ext@fidiiig their mercantile credit,’ &c. Pp. 137. 


See fome, Tow buffoonery refpecting the Britifh Houfe of 
Commons, ‘and, in particular, refpecting Mr.,Fox and the 
late Mr. Burke, ing Pr. 140, & feq. And fome yvety bold 
{tri€tureson the arbitrary and dangerous power aflumed over 
the’ people at large by oo, of Congrefs refpeCting 
their undefined and undefinable privileges, Pp. 142, & feq. 
And mofe efpeg¢ially, in Ps 285 and in p. 148, an infolent, but 
filly, comparifon between the Generals of Great Britain and 
thofe off rance:— Cornwallis, or Sir Charles Grey,’ he 
fays,. “cannot, if point of experience, be compared even to 
_ the fourth-rate names in the Frentth army.” In Pp. 149, we 

have much vulgar and grofs, but impotent, abufe of our gra- 

¢ious Sovercign geand in a note, in.P. 153, ano lefs virulent 
attack on ‘‘ that whig-divinity, William»the Third, one of 
the vileft characters in hiftory.”” In Pp. 161, and again in 
P.213, Peter Porcupine-comes in for his flare of the rancour 
of this foul-mouthed calumniator ; and in Pp. 163, as well as 
in various,other places, hevtries to hold up Mr. Adams to con- 
tempt. While fuch men are the-objects of his ill-will, he 
is, no doubt, perfe€ly confiftent in be¢oming the warm and 
unbounded panegyrilt of Mr. Jefferfon, ‘Tom Paine, and the 
whole mafs of French revolutionifts. 


** Guthrie*s Geograpiiiical Grammar was not written by William 
Guthrie. When he was dying, Mr. Knox, a Scots Bookfeller, in 
J.ondon, undertook it,.and obtained leave from Mr. Guthrie to call it 
his pofthumous work.’’ Pp. 178. 


{s this anecdote, which is new to us, wel} founded ? 
«¢ The 
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<¢ The whole piece (i. e. the foederal conflitution) betrays as much 
indifference about religion, as if it had been exclufively penned by 
Benjamin Franklin himfelf. It is well known that the Doétor 
believed nothing. He was by far the greatet philofopher of whom 
America can boaft ; yet all the world knows that this great man dif. 
believed Chriftianity.’’ P. 222. 

‘¢ ‘There are good reafons for affirming that Robertfon, the Hif- 
torian, was an iniidel.’”” Pp. 229. 

The following liberal, though odd, conceffions, from fuch 
a writer, in favour of the loyalilts, i in the American revolt, and 
againit the revolt itfelf, are ftriking :— 


« Many ftrong and obvious arguments may be advanced in apology 
for the Tories of 1776. ‘The wrongs of America, a few" points 
excepted, were but in {peculation » the country endured fome reftric- 
tions on its foreign trade; the introduction of negroes and felons was 
an unpardonable infult :——-but then the Provinces paid no internal 
taxes; they were thriving as faft as they could thrive; they had, at 

10 expence, the protection of the Britifh army andi the navy. ‘The 
Bottonians refufed, with propriety, to pay. the diitypupon tea; yet 
many wife and virtuous men were of opinion, that i would have 
been bettertopay thefe three-pences#than to rifk a revolution, ‘The 
deftruction of the tea itfelf was a-fcandaloug-outrage ; the town of 
Boiton ought to have indemnified the Eaft India Company for the 
robbery committed by a mob. ‘This, and mapy other cif€umftances, 
tended to difguit thinking people with ithe plan @£%@ revolution. 
Much amere might be faid in behalf of the loyaliftsge whom John 
Adams was fo impatient to hang.’’ Pp. 236. 

We paufe a moment to remark on this_paffage, that, if the 
importation of negroes was an offence and an injury to the 
Colonifts, the blame of it @tght to lie at the door, not of the 
Mother Country, but of the Colonial Legiflatures themfelves, 
who alone encouraged that tradé. The reflection, too, on 
the felons might, in common prudence, as well as Candour, 
have been fpared, if it had been only in confideration of their 
having contribute? largely to®the production of thofe 
millions of. people of which America . boafts; and alfo 
contributed no lefs largely to the American armies during the 
war. A 

See fome remarkable Enitaneet of the partiality with which 
the lawsare adminiftered in the United Statés, and the rigorous 
confinement of their prifons," Pp. 279. 

We now difmifs this work with thisg ingle farther remark, 
that though the portraits it exhibits are not always? drawn by 
the hand of a mafter, and that they are fometimes caricatured, 
and always rude and clumfey ; yet are they fuch {trong like- 
nefles, that we cannot entertain a doubt of their having been 
taken trom the life. 

Art, 
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Art. XVII. Le Gros Moufqueton Diplomatique ; or, Diplomatic 
Blinderbufs : containing Citizen Adet’s Notes to the Secretary 
of State, as alfa his Cockade Proclamation. With a Preface. 
By Peter Porcupine. F hiladei nia. Printed for, and fold 
by William Cobbett, oppofite Chrift-church. November, 


1796. 


HE American public were indebted for this feafanable 

publication to their active, zealous, {pirited, and able 
guardian, whofe name it bears in its title-page. Its fhort pre- 
face, which is in the beft manner of this arch writer, appears 
to hawe given great offence to his Jacobin opponents, having, 
with great aptnets and propriety, quoted it in the following 
line from Pope’s Homer: 

‘ A dog in forehead, and in heart adeer :”’ 


They reéprobated him with having called the Minifter of 
the Great Nation a Dog. It is probable they were not aware 
that the lines a quotation. His other term, Blunderbufs, 


feems to have given no lefs offence ; and this he thus playfully 
detends : 


“Ww ritings of an hoitile nature are often metaphorically expreffed, 
in proportion to the-noife they make, by different inftruments that 
act by explofinns Thus it is, for inftance, that an impotent lampoon 
is called.a J Pop geet ; and that a biting paragraph or epigram, con- 
fined to afmall circle, is termed a Sguib ; and thus it is that, rifing i 
due progrefiion, the colleftion of Citizen Adet’s Notes and Cox ade 
Proclamafton is denomtinated a Blanderbx/s ; fince, ot all the long lisk 
of fire-afms, noné is fo difficult to adjuft, or makes fo much noife and 
{mok@, with fo little execution, as a Blanderbu/s.’’ 


The firft article in the colle&tion here printe dis the mini- 


fter’s menacing note to the American Secretary of State, 
declaring that— 


*¢ The flag of the French Republic would greatfeutral veffels, either 
as to confifcation, assf© fearghes, or capture, in the fame manner as 
they fhould fuffer the Englifh to treat them.” 

This was publifhedin Bache’s*Gazette of 31{t Ofober, 

1796, without, the approbation or confent of the American 
eat This is followed by a well drawn, and manly 
reply by the American Secretary, Col. Pickering, which is as 
far fuperior to the French’ gafconade in its manner, as it is in 
its matter.» Next follows, what Purcupine calls, the Cockade 
Proclaniation ; which is a fooliih and offen five Calt on all 
French Citizens refident in the United States, to wear the 
Tri-coloured Cockade. The firtt paragraph of th’s curious 

proclamation 
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roclamation is fo perfe@lly in the French ftyle of bouncing 
and fwaggering, that Buonaparte himfelf might readand learn : 
it out-herods Herod. It thus opens: 
«¢ Citizens, 

«© From the dawn of our Revolution the tri-coloured cockade has 
been the rallying point of thofe energetic men, whofe generous efforts 
gave the firft blows to arbitrary power. At their call the French 
nation, bent for centuries under the yoke, fhook off that long drows 
finefs ; twenty-four millions of men adopted that auguft fymbol ; they 
exclaimed, we fhall be free, and all oppofition was defeated ; the 
throne tumbled down in the duft, and all Europe, armed againft them, 
has been vanquifhed.’”’ 


The remainder of the pamphlet is taken up with a long 
note which this redoubtable Minifter, on his recall, addrefled 
to the Secretary of the United States; accompanied with 
explanatory comments, of an equal length. As thefe in- 
{tructive State-papers will, no doubt, be recorded and pre- 
fervedin fome of our Annual Regifters, it féems not to fall 
within our province to make any ferther @bfervations on 
them. 





Art. XVIII. Porcupine’s Polttical Cenfor, fore Fanuar;, 
1797- Philadelphia: publithed for William Cobbett, op- 
polite Chrift Church. Price, one quarter of a dollar, 
Pp. 51. 8vo. 


\ VE here find many appofite and interefting remarksion 

the public proceedings in America. It will be in our 

power to notice only a few of them: ‘The firft piece is a 
meflage from the Prefident to the two Houfes ; communi- 
cating to them the long difagreeable notes of the Minifter of 
the French Republic ; and alfo the copy of his letter of inftruc- 
tions to Mr. Pinkneyy the Minifter of the United States at 
Paris. It is followed by a harfh cénfur@eon it, publifhed in 
the Gazette of Benjamin Franklin Bache, the Courier or 
Morning Chronicle of that country. ‘But, for its contents, 
and for Porcupine’s reply to it, neither ef which feem to be 
of any ma‘erial importance to us, we mutt refer our readers 
to the work itfelf. We are next ftruck, {in Pp. 11.) with an 
inftance of French infolence and impudence, that, as Peter 
Porcupine fays, exceeds any and every thing to be found in 
the records of upftart apifhnefs. They are pleafed to take 
offence, it feems, that, in the account given in fome of the 
American 
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American alamanacks of the potentates of Europe” was not 
placed firft. 


*« It is diverting enough to fee the vanity of a Democratic Citizen 
breaking out into complaints about precedence ; about the poft of 
honour in a twopenny almanack, and an alm anack, too, of the old 
fiyle. The reptiles that have forung out of the rains of the French 
nobility are ten times more bloated with vanity than the nobility, or 
any other, ever was. They know they are delp ifed, and they wifh to 
obtain by force what the will refufes them ; they have fully verified 
the old maxim—Set a beggar on horfe-back, and he’ll ride to the 
devil.” Pp. 13. 


The eleGtion of Mr. Adams to the Prefidentfhip is next 
related: and it is difcuffed with great freedom of remark on 
the unwearied, but happily unfuccefsful, pains that were taken 
by the partifans of France to fecure the election of Mr. 
Jefferfon, whofe political and religious principles are repro- 
bated in the ftrongeft terms of indignant abhorrence of Ja- 
cobinifm. Thetifuture hiftorian, who may think it right to 
trace this dreadful principle through all its doublings, as it 
has been exemplified in the condu@ which the French Re- 
public has obferved towards the United States, will read this 
part of this periodical pamphlet with equal profit and plea- 
fure. The following account of the ftate of Pennfylvania is 
fo much in our friend Peter’s manner, and is fo creditable to 
his powers of {trong defcription, that we cannot deny our- 
felves the pleafure of tranfcribing it.— 


‘¢ Here (i. e. in Pennfylvania) is precifely the climate that fuits 
the vagabonds of Europe: here they may bafk in fummer, and lay 
curled up in winter, without fear of {corching in one feafon, or 
freezing in theother. Accordingly, hither they come in fhoals, juft 
roll themfelves afhore, and begin to {wear and poll away, as if they 
had been bred to the bufinefs from their infancy. She has too, un- 
happily acquired a reputation for the mildnefs, or rather the feeble- 
nels of her laws; there’s no gallows in Pennfylwania! 'Thefe glad 
tidings have rung through all the democratic club-rooms, and all the 
dark affemblies of traitors, all the dungeons and cells of England, 
Ireland, and Scotland. Hence it is that we are ssa Fe with 
the refule, the {weepings of thofe kingdoms, the offals of the jail 
and the gibbet. Hence it is that we fee fo many faces that never 
looked comely, but in the pillory, limbs that are aukward out of 
chains, and necks that feem made to be ftretched. Among all this 
refugee, renegade, and felonious crew, Mr. Adams was not difho- 
noured with a fingle vote.” Pp. 28. 


The next page contains an advertifement, by which the 
public are cautioned from purchafing any-of the property, 
Appendix, VOL. 1. 3Q real 
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real or perfonal, of a Mr. Blair; M‘Clenochan, a meniber 
of Congrefs, and a great patriot, who is charged with having 
made over to fome of his immediate dependents a large 
portion of his property, with the view of defeating his 
creditors in the recovery of their ju‘t debts. 

We tranfcribe a part of the next paragraph, from a per- 
fuafion that it defcribes the charaéter and condition of Great 
Britain, in her late refpite from the many .and great dangers 
‘that furrounded her, no lefs aptly than it does thofe of 
‘America. 


“© From the intended effects of this nefarious, this deteftable 
project, we have been preferved, not by the counter endeavours 
of the friends to government, for thefe were at once tardy, and, 
‘as 1t would feem, but halfin earneft, not by the influence of the 
public prints, for three fourths of them aided the caufe of the trea- 
cherous foe, not by the pretended light which we have acquired in. 
thefe illuminating days ; for in all thofe places where men are mott 
‘converfant in what is called politics, there the Myench have received 
‘the greatelt fupport ; but by that plain good femfe, the natural effe¢t 
of experieice operating on a found mind. It is this quality, ina peo- 
ple far préferable to ail the brijliancy of wit and talents, that has 
faved America in fo many perils, in fpite of all the vile fubtle arts 
-of enemies foreign aud domettic, and even in fpite of national paf- 
fions and prejudices.’’ P. 30. 


We come next to an account of a civic feaft, held to 
commemorate the anniverfary of the alliance between the 
American and French Republics, at which many members 
of the foederal and State Legiflatures were prefent, toge- 
ther with Dr. Prieftley, Citizen Adet, &c. ‘The feftivity, 
as ufual on fuch occafions, was celebrated with many ap- 

ropriated toafts, fome of them not unworthy our own 
hig Club. Among thent we notice the Republic of Great 
Britain, and a fpeedy relief to Thomas Muir, the fuffering 
friend of liberty. In Porcupine’s Comments, a very un- 
favourable account is given of the moral and religious princi- 
‘plés of the philofophers, Dr. Franklin and Rittenhoufe. We 
fincerely wifh we could prove it to be over-charged and ex- 
aggerated. Of Dr. Prieftley, it is remarked, that— 


‘« As he affifted at the Philadelphia commemoration of the French 
alliance, fo Napper Tandy affifted at the fante commemoration at 
New-York, where the toafts breathed juft as much foul air againit 
the foederal government, as thofe of Philadelphia did. ‘T his would 
prove, if proof of the fact were wanted, that men of faCtion will 

« fill be faétious in whatever country, and under whatever govern. 
ment they mayJlive.. Here is no eftablifhed hierarchy for Dottor 
_Prieftley to rail at, nor are there any titles for him to. wrangle =t 


an 
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and yet he cannot be quiet. Wherever the ftandard of difcontent is 
hoifted, there the Doé¢tor is a volunteet, ready armed and accoutred, 
whether it be in a conventicle or a club-room, whether the attack be 
to be made with feraps of feripture, mangled and profaned from the 
quivering lips of malice, or with blackguard touafls roared forth from 
the lungs of gluttony and drunkennefs.’’ Pp. 40. 


We regret that our limits will not allow us to copy three 
or four pages more of an animating exhortation to the people 
of Great Britain to beware of the pit which the quondam 
colleagues of Dr. Prieftley are digging for us. ‘* If what 
they, and fuch as they, have now faid and done in Ame- 
rica, in Ireland, and even in your own metropolis, does not 
rouze you from your credulity, if it does not open your eyes, 
you deferve to be plunged into all the horrors of revolution, 
into defolation without bounds, and miferies without end.” 

The No. concludes with Mr. Adams’s farewel addrefs to 
the Senate of the United States, and the Senate’s anfwer, 


-_ 


——> 





Arr. XIX. The Political Cenfor for March, 1797) &c. 


HIS is a continuation of the foregoing ufeful colleCtion 

of interefting public pieces. ‘The firft article is an 
uncommonly well written letter from a gentleman in Swit- 
zerland, dated Feb. 24, 1794, to his friend in America, de- 
{cribing the fituation of France. It delineates French man- 
ners and French politics with a faithful pencil, and a more 
difgufting, or more humiliating picture of degraded human 
nature, we queftion if the annals of the world can furnith : 
it confilts of 22 pages. 

The larger portion of the remaining parts of this Num- 
ber, are taken up with a controverfy between Porcupine and 
Noah Webfter, the editor of a newfpaper in New-York, 
called The Minerva; originating in Webfter’s having called 
the putting up in the coffee-houfe at New-York a card, on 
which was painted the Englith flag, a low pitiful bufinefs. 
‘This declaration, Porcupine, in his newfpaper, ventured to 
difapprove of as ‘‘ containing more of vulgar prejudice and 
miftake, than of juftice or good policy.” Webiter, in his re- 
tort, more than infinuates, that Peter’s principles were not 
very friendly to the independence of America, and ftill lefs fo 
to the form of its government.’ Peter’s vindication of him- 
felf is a malterly piece of writing, and had we never feen any 
other of the produétions of his pen, this letter alone would 
have been fufficient to convince us of his ftrong fterling fenfe, 
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clear and vigorous conceptions, and the correétnefs, perfpi- 
cuity, and {trength of his ftyle. Were we called on to in- 
itute a comparifon between this very extraordinary man, 
and felf-inftructed writer, and another equally uneducated au- 
thor of our age, who has obtained-ftill more celebrity in the 
world than Peter, it is probable, ever thought of afpiring to, 
we fhould not hefitate to pronounce, that equal to Paine in the 
originality of his thoughts, and inferior to him only in hardi- 
nefs of affertion, he far exceeds him in clofenefs and fairnefs 
of argument. Paine often puzzles and bewilders his readers 
with bold fophifms, which, as far as we can judge, Porcu- 
pine never does ; moft of his writings we have read, and we 
are not confcious that we can truly charge him with havin 
ever maintained a pofition which he did not himfelf firmly 
believe to be true. A more difinterefted, honeft, and manly 
public writer than Peter Porcupine we have never known. 
Two fentiments only, which may ferve in fome degree to 


confirm this our judgement of Peter, we will quote from the 
letter before us :— 


“ According to the cant of the day, the people of a State, not 
governed by a Monarch, is called the Sovereign. For my part, I 
never hear talk of a Sovereign People, of a fociety every individual 
of which is liable to the grafp of a catch-pole; I never do or can 
hear talk of fuch a Sovereign, without laughing. I entertain, I 
truft, a due refpect for the real people of America, and a grateful 
fenfe of the liberal encouragement I have received from them ; but 
neither this refpeét, nor this gratitude, will ever lead me fo far as to 
flatter what I look upon as a foible, or a prejudice. In my publt- 
cations I hope I fhall always be guided by truth; how few I may 


pleafe, or how many, I may difpleafe, is to me a matter of very 
little moment.’’ P. 105. 


Nothing more is contained in this Number, befides the hu- 
mourous laft will and teftament of the author, which we 

tinted at large in one of our late numbers, and an Index to 
Pércapine’s Gazette for March 1797. 


ART. 
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Arar. XIX. Odbfervations on certain Documents contained in 
No. V. and V1. of the Hiftary of the United States for the 
Year 1796, in which the Charge of Speculation againfpt 
Alexander Hamilton, Jate Secretary of the Treafury, as 
fully refuted. Written by himfelf. Philadelphiz, printed 
for John Fenno, 1797. Contents, 37. Pages, with an 
Appendix of Documents, containing 58 pages. 


VERY perfon, who has been at all converfant with the 
affairs of America, muft know that the writer of this 
pamphlet has been one of the moft confpicuous perfonages in 
all the great events that, for the laft twenty years and up- 
wards, have agitated that country. We are informed by the 
author of the American Annual Regifter, that Mr. Hamilton 
is a native of St. Croix ; during the war, or, at leait, during 
fomeconfiderable portion of it, we believe he wasthe confidential 
Secretary of the _ engies in Chief ; at a later period, he 
has been Secretary to the Treafury, and he is now a prac- 
tifing lawyer in New-York, and one of the moft eminent in 
all the United States. As a man of abilities and a writer, 
and ftill more, as a liberal-minded, honourable, and enlighten- 
ed politician, he has long been looked up to as one of the 
foremoft men in the long lift of American worthies. 

The occafion of this pamphlet is extraordinary, and of fo 
much intereft, that it might almoft furnifh materials for a 
novellift, or writer of fecret memoirs. We will endeavour 
to give our readers as clear and corre& and idea of the cafe as 
we can collect from a perufal of this interefting narrative. 

Mr. H. is efpecially to be attended to as one of the ftauncheft, 
as well as ableit, advocates of the American government, as it 
now exifts, particularly hoftile to the late view, of France, 
and therefore, of courfe, much difliked and oppofed by that 
{trong party in America, who, like our Englith Jacobins, 
compais heaven and earth to gain profelytes. The refle€tions 
as to this point with which the pamphlet opens, are fo juit 
and ftriking, that we affure ourfelves a tranfcript of them can- 
not but be agreeable to our readers. 


“ The fpirit of Jacobinifm, if not entirely a new fpirit, has, at 
leaft, been clothed with a more gigantic body, and armed with 
more powerful weapons, than it ever before potfefled. It is, per- 
haps, not too much to fay, that it threatens more extenfive and 
complicated mifchief to the world, than has hitherto flowed from 
the three great fcourges of mankind, war, peftilence, and famine. 
To what point it will ultimately lead fociety, it is impoffible for 
human forefight to pronounce ; but there is juft ground to appre- 
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hend that its progrefs may be marked with calamities of which the 
dreadful incidents of the French revolution aftord a very faint 
image. Inceflantly buficd in undermining all the props of pub- 
lie fecurity and private happinefs, it feems to threaten the political 
and moral world with a complete overthrow.” 

« A principal engine, by which this fpirit endeavours to accom- 
piith its purpofes, is that of calumny. It is effential to its fuccefs 
that the influence of men of upright principles, difpoted and able 
to refift its enterprizes, fhal] be, at all events, deftroyed. Not con- 
tent with traducing their beft efforts for the public good, with 
. mifrepréfenting their purest motives, with inferring criminality 
from actiens innocent or Jaudable, the moft dire&t falfehoods are 
invented and propagated, with undaunted efirontery-and unrelent- 
ing perfeverance. Lies often dete¢ted and refuted are ftill revived 
and repeated, in the hope that the refutation may have been for- 
gotten, or that the frequency and boldnefs of accufation may fupply 
the place of truth and proof. The moft profligate men are encou- 
raged, probably bribed, certainly with patronage, if not with money, 
to become informers and accufers, and when tales, which their 
characters alone ought to difcredit, are refuted by evidence and 
facts which oblige the patrons of them to abandon their {upport, 
they ftill continue in corroding whifpers to wear away the reputa- 
tions which they could not direétly fubvert. If, luckily for the 
conipirators againft honeft fame, any little foible or folly can be 
traced out in one, whom they defire to perfecute, it becomes at 
once in their hands a two-edged fword, by which to wound the 
public character and ftab the private felicity of the perfon. With 
fuch men nothing is facred. Even the peace of an unoffending 
and amiable wife is a welcome repait to their infatiate fury againt{t 
the hufband.” 

* In the gratification of this baleful fpirit, we not only hear 
the Jacobin newfpapers continually ring with odious infinuations 
and charges againft many of our moft virtuous citizens; but, not 
fatistied with this, a meafure, new in this country, has been lately 
adopted to give greater efficacy to the fyftem of defamation, 
Periodica] pamphlets iifue from the fame prefles, full-treighted 
with mifreprefentatjon and falfehood, artfully calculated to hold up 
the opponents of the faction, to the jealoufy and diftruft of the 
prefent generation, and, if poffible, to tranfmit their names with 
difhonour to pofterity, Even the great and multip ied fervices, the 
tried and rarely equalled virtues of a Wafhington, can fecure no 
exemption.” . 

It is thus that this excellent man introduces his interefting 
narrative of the perfecutions he has lately experiened, entirely 
on the fcore of his principles, which are decidedly adverfe to 
Jacobinifm. For the honour of human nature he hopes, that 
the examples are not numerous of men fo greatly calumniated 
and perfecuted as he has been, with fo little caufe. Notwith- 
ftanding his having carried into office as fair and unblemithed 
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& teputation, and particularly as to pecuniary interefts, as ever 
any public man enjoyed, he was accufed of having wantonly 
increafed the public burthen many millions, in order to pro- 
mote a ftock-jobbing intereft of himfelf and friends. Anen- 
quiry was inftituted in Congrefs.— 

“‘ It was conducted by a committee of fifteen Members of the 
Houfe of Reprefentatives ; a majority of them, either by decided 
political enemies, or inclined againtt me, fome of them the moft 
active and intelligent of my opponents, without a fingle man, who, 
being known to be friendly to me, poffeffed alfo fach kno\ wledge and 
expe erience of public affairs as would enable him to countera‘t i injurious 
intrigues. Mr.Giles, of Virginia, who had commenced the attack, 
was of the committee. The officers and Looks of the treafury were 
examined. The tranfactions between the feveral banks of the treafury 
were {crutinized. Even my private accounts with thofe inftitutions 
were laid open to the committee ; and every poflible facility given 
to the enguiry The refult was a complete demonftration that the 
fufpicions which had beenentertained were groundlefs,”” 

The report of the committee, which is annexed, confirms 
this. 

A worthlefs man, of the name of Fraunces, encouraged by 
the popularity which always attaches to the charging a man 
high in office with mifdemeanors, next accufed him of un- 
faithful condu@ in office. Another committee of the Houfe 
was again appointed to ~— into the charge, confifting, as 
before, of fome of the mof intelligent and attive of his ene- 
mies. ‘The iifue again was an unanimous exculpation. 

The next, and molt heavy, charge againft him was, acon- 
neétion with one James Reynolds, for purpofes of improper 
pecuniary {peculation. His reply to this accufation is inge- 
nious and manly. 

«© My real crime, he fays, was an amorous connection with Rey- 
nold’s wife, carried on for a confiderable time with his privity and 
connivance, if not originally contrived by a combination between 
the hufband and wife, with the defign to extort money from me. 
This confeffion is not made without a bluth. I connot be the apolo. 
git of any vice becaufe the ardour of paffion may have made it mine. 

wn never ceafe to condemn myfelf for the pangs which it may 
inflict on abefom eminently entitle d to all my gratitude, fidelity, and 
love. But that bofom will approve, that, even at fo great an expence, 
I fhould effectually wipe away a more ferious ftain from a hame, which 
it cherifhes with no lefs elevation than tendernefs. The public too 
will, I trult, excufe the confeffion. The neceility of it to my defence 
againft a more heinous charge, could alone have extorted from me fo 
painful an indecorum.’”’ 

A deeper, and more diabolical f{cheme, to rnin an incautious, 
frail man, we do not remember ever tohave heard. In the hope 
of concealing this foolifh and wicked intrigue, this unfortu- 
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“nate man had, on various pretences, been perfuaded, from 
time to time, to advance confiderable fums of money, fome- 
‘times to the wife, and fometimes to the hufband ; who, though 
he is defcribed as an ob{cure, unimportant and profligate man, 
does not appear to have been ill qualified for the management 
‘of fuch an intrigue. It was conducted with as much art as it 
hadat firft been contrived with. By fome means orother, which 
are not veryclearly explained, three gentlemen of confiderable 
note, all of them leading men in the Oppofition of the United 
States, and the avowed perfonal as well as political enemies of 
Mr. Hamilton, became acquainted with the ftory, and inte- 
re{ted themfelves in inveftigating it, to the bottom, as they 
retended, for the fake of public juftice. Thefe were a Mr. 
Venables, Mr. Muhtenburg, and Mr. Monroe. To thefe 
gentlemen, at a meeting held for that efpecial purpofe, Mr. 
Hamilton, fairly and fully, related all the circumftances of 
the cafe, producing at the fame time, unqueftionable docu- 
ments, that his itatements were juft. They were ftruck with 
fo much conviction, before he had gotten through the com- 
munication, that they delicately urged him to difcontinue it as 


unneceilary— 
« T infifted upon going through the whole, and did fo. The refult 


was a full and unequivocal acknowledgement on the part of the three 
gentlemen of perfect fatisfaSion with the explanation, and expreffions 
of regret at the trouble and embarraffment which had been occafioned 
tome. Mr. Muhlenberg and Mr. Venables in particular manifefted 
a degree of feniibility on the occafion. Mr. Monroe was more cold, 
but entirely explicit.” 


Notwithftanding this honourable conduct, which it might 
have been hoped, would have put an end to all farther men- 
tion of fo unpleafant a fubject, the matter appears to have 
been once more, and more offenfively than ever, brought be- 
fore the Public, in two pamphlets, entitled No. V. and No. 
VI.of the hiftory of the United States for 1796. This led to 
a renewal of the correfpondence between the three gentlemen 
aud Mr. Hamilton, when they all difavowed any knowledge 
of the offenfive publication ; though it be but too certain that 
it could come only from fome one of them, as therefore it 
undoubtedly did, either directly or indirectly. A very un- 
pleafant and unprofitable perfonal altercation between Mr, 
Hamilton and Mr. Monroe, which, however, did not ter- 
minate in a duel, though it muft be owned that the latter of 
thefe gentlemen did often, in a bobadil kind of ftyle, allude to 


fuch an event, clofes the controverfy. 
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We have perufed this pamphlet with confiderable intereft. 

fouler or a more bafe attempt to ruin a man ofa moft 
re{peCtable charaéter we have never known: it is with the 
fincereft fatisfaction we add, that neither have we ever feen 
an abler, or a more complete vindication. 

It is neceffary to obferve farther this only, that the hiftory 
of the United States for 1796, -here mentioned, is a continu- 
ation of the American Aageial Regifter ; and by the fame 
dafhing and daring author. A copy of it has this moment 
been put into our hands; too late to notice at prefent, 
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MMORVIN et Zulida, 2 vols, 4s. 6d. 
Analyfe des travanx fur les fciences naturelles. 4s. 6d. 
De I’Inde en rapport avec |’Europe, par Anquetil, 2 vols. 2s. 
Antidote au Congiés de Raftadt. 5s. 
Syftéme Maritime et Politique, par Arnould, 3s. 
Le Baron de Felfheim, z vols. 3. 
Biographie des Suicides, 2 vols. 7s, 
Carite et Polydore, par Barthelemi. . 2s. 
Celeftine ou les Epoux fans l’étre, 4 vols. 10. 6ds 
Les Colons de toutes couleurs, 3 vols. 128. 
Confolations de ma Captivité, par Roucher, 2 vols. 6s, 
Dangers de l’Intrigue, 4 vols. 10s. 
CEuvres complettes de Dumarfais, 7 vols. 8vo. il. 15s. 
Nouveau Tableau fpéculatif de 1’Europe, pas Dumourier. 6s. 
Effai fur l’Hiftoire de 1’Efpéce humaine. 6s. 
Aventures de Faublas, nouv. et Belle edit. 4 vols. S8vo. fig. 
il. 11s. 6d. 
Ferdinand et Conftance, 2 vols. 4s. 
Les petits Emigrés, par Madame Genlis, 2 vols. 103. 
Recherches fur la Géographie fyftematique et pofitive des Anciens, 
par Goffelin, 2 vols. 4to. 11. 16s. 
Hommage d’un fuiffe aux braves d’Unterwald. 6d. 
Julie. 2s. 6d. 
Théorie des fonétions Analytiques, contenant les principes du Calcul 
différentiel, par Lagrange, 4to. 105. 
Léonore de Frauenftein. 2s. 
Lettre 4 Dumourier fur fon Tableau fpéculatif. 1s. 6d. 
Manuel de l’education des Abeilles. 3s. 6d. 
Marie de Sinclair. 2s. 6d. 
Mémoires Hiftoriques de Stephanie-Louife de Bourbon-Conti, 
2 vols. Ios. 
Mélanges extraits des Manufcrits de Madame Necker, 3 vols. 18s. 
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Mythologie Dramatique de Lucien, Gr, Lat, & Fr. par Gail, 4to. 9. 

Ditto Grand Papier, 18s, 

Nofologie Philofophique, par Pinel, 2 vols, 12s, 

Nouveau Spectacle de Ja Nature, 2 vols. 145, 

Nouveau Théatre, ou choix des Meilleures Piéces qui ont paru depuis 
12.ans, 3 vols. 125, 

Opufcules, Chimiques de Bayen, 2yols, 145, 

Phrafeologia Germanica, or a Collection of more than 50,000 phrafes, 
Engl. and Germ, large 8vo. 18s. 

Pinacothéque, ou Collection de Tables pour Multiplier et Divifer, 

s. 6d. 

Recherches fur les Moyens d’Executer fous 1’eau toutes fortes de tra- 
yaux hydrauliques, par Coulomb. 2s. 

Reflections d’un Ancien Militaires, 6d. 

Principe des Moeurs chez toutes les ‘Nations. par St. Lambert, 
3 vols. 125. 

Traité Analytique de la refiftance des folides, par Girard, gto. 11. is. 

Nouvelle vie de Voltaire. 6s. 

Précis fur l’EtabJiffement des Colonies de Sierra Leona, par Wad. 
ftoom. 2s. 6d. 
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TO OUR READERS. 





*,* The great length of the Innex, as well as of the accounts 
of Foreign Publications, has rendered it abfolately neceffary to poft. 

¢ the former to the next number of the work, which will appear, 
with the-Title to Vol. I, on the firit of March, 
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TO CORRESPONDENTS, 


EE 


We have to apologize to feveral of our Correfpondents for omitting 
to notice their favours in our laft number. Among thefe is, 4/Zfant, 
whofe fentiments, on the fubject of his Letter, correfpond with our 
own; and whofe friendly offer we chearfully accept. 


The author of ‘* A Rowland for an Oliver,’’ reviewed in Pp. 542, 
VOL. I. informs us, that the errors which we noticed, as well gram- 
matical as literary, ‘* were entirely owing to the Prefs,’ 


Fuftinian calls upon us to review our own review of Mr. King’s 
Apology, noticed in our laft number, p. 644, which he confiders to, 
be unjuft. But, as he does not attempt to combat any of our argue. 
ments, but confines himfelf to general praife of Mr. King, he muft 
allow us to avoid any farther difcuffion of the fubje¢t, at leaft, until 
he favours us with his ‘liberal critique on our criticifm,’’ to which 
it feems, thefe ‘‘ fentiments of remonftrance’’ are only preparatory. 


«© The Mayor and Conftable,’”’ are received, We are highly 
gratified by the fentiments expreffed by the worthy author, come 
whom we hope foon to hear again, We truft; and, indeed, we have 
fome reafon to know, that the concluding obfervation in his letter is 
well-founded.—* Your publication has given a tone to the fpirit of 
the country, and has already called forth, and will continue to call 
forth, many authors, in defence of our happy ‘eftablifhment, who 
would otherwife have buried their talents in filence, chiefly, perhaps, 
from an unwillingnefs to encounter the abufe of the Jacobin Reviews.’* 


We are defired by 9.8. to add the name of the Rev. Yoh Martin 
to thofe of the loyal Diffenters. ‘There was an error of the prefs in 


the review to which S, S, adverts, p. 626—for Dr. Brewer, read 
Mr, Brewer, 


Aliquis prefers a Print to an additional quantity of Letter-pre/t. 
We hope to gratify every defcription of readers, in this refpect. ‘The 
Frontifpiece, after which he enquires, appeared in No, II. 


“© A Clergyman’’ affures us, ** that the principles attributed, and 
juftly attributed, to the Quakers, by Leflie, and other writers about 
his time, have been given up for many years, and are now totally 
difavowed,’? We fhall be truly happy to find that this is really the 
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tafe ; and, when fatisfied on the fubject, fhall be forward to proclaim 
it. He will fee, by an article in No. VII. that we have fuffered 
the Quakers to {peak for themfelves. The book to which he refers 
us we will confult; but does he not percéive a re/ervation, in one 
ttof his quotation, which may be made a pretext for refufing to 
difcharge the firft duties of fubjects?—** They (the principles of the 


Quakers) inculcate fubmiffion to the laws, in all cafes wherein con/ci- 
ence is not violated /*” 


4..N. is another advocate for the Quakers, and has fent us a 
rinted bill, dated York, 27th of the 12th Month, 1798, and figned 
y the Clerk to the Quarterly Meeting held in that city, cenfuring, 

in proper terms, a printed paper Jeles by one of their members 
addrefied to the Volunteers of the County of York, containing fome 
unguarded and uncharitable reflections ypon the foldiers,’’ fuch as 
* the foldier is no Chriftian.”’ The Meeting ‘¢ difclaim all counte- 
nance and approbation of fuch an unqualified affertion.’’ We cannot, 
however, accede to the affirmation of 4. N. that * the fociety has ever 
been, diftinguifhed for the loyalty of its principles, and the peace- 
ablenefs of its demeanour.’? Unfortunately, fuch affirmation, in the 
¢xtended fenfe here affigned to it, ftands contraditted by incontro- 
vertible teftimony, 


Onr old correfpondent, Lawrence La/bknave, is apprized that there 
are fome unguarded paffages in the continuation of the Political 
Fantcccinis. Wat render it inadmiffible. In refpect of the pamphlet 
which he fent us, we think we could convince him, that his labours, 
(though able and fuccefsful,) have been beftowed on an object too 
contemptible for notice. There are, befides, one or two inaccuracies 
in point of fa, that would require corre¢tion. 


The lines tranfmitted by ‘* A Conftant Reader’’ are intended for 
infertion in our next. 


. We are thankful for the communication of ‘* A Friend to Agri- 
culture,’’ which has been fent to the gentleman who reviewed the 


article to which he alludes, and will be noticed more at large in our 
next, 
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See Appen- 


Affairs. Sve Iiftory. 
Agutter’s Thankfgiving Sermon, re- 


viewed, 465. 

Alfred——Letters of Ghoft of, reviewed, 
No. L. p. 62—ebjeét of, 63.—opinion 
concerning Erikine—ditto, concern- 
ing the acquittals, 1794.—Letters, 
Monthly Review of, reviewed, 68. 

Algernon Sidney, an enthufiaft in re- 


publicanifm, 451 — illegally con- 
demned, 
Almanack of revolutions, 789—“illu- 


ftrates the wild fyftem of innovation, 
ib,—account of “Switzerland, 792. 

America, 4—infeéted by French prin- 
ciples~—congrefs of, democratic mem- 
bers abufe our fovereign, 14—build- 
ings defcribed, 222. 

American Annual Regifter, 629—com- 
pofed by Calender, a refugee Scotch 
democrat; aflertions, falfe; reafon- 
ing, trivial; language and manner, 
coarfe and vulgar, 830—author tries 
to be witty on Burke, 833—praifes 


Jefferfon, om Paine, andthe French 
revolucionifts, ibid. 
Analytical Review analyfed, 3.—Re- 


view of Wakefield’s teply, re- 
viewed, 75—1idea of the conftituents 
of ' independence, 76—confiftently 
with itfelf ridicules prayer, 77—Ana- 
lytical Reviewers not critics, but par- 
tifans, 83—endeavour to influence 
juries, $4—enraged for the profecu- 
tion of Johnfon, 85—give no account 
of the books they cenfure, 86—-Ana- 
lytical Reviewer of Godwin’s Me- 
moirs, illuftrates his own morals, po- 
litics, and religion, 99—expeéts a 
time when Mrs. Wollftonecraft’s con- 
duét will be admired, ibid.—afferts 
the proceedings of the French Di- 
rectory and Englifh government to be 
the fame, 182—abufes due laws and 
government, ibid.—declamatory a- 
bufe of Mr. Gifford’s addrefs, 1835— 
whom the Analyticalthink the friends 
of liberty, 186—praifes Charlotte 
Smith’s Delmont, 199— attacks 
VOL. I, 


Murphy’s Arminius, 193—abufes 
Bowdler’s Reform or Ruin, 195—IJn- 
veétive of, againft Peter Porcupine, 
ibid.—tries wit, :197—blafphemous 

ymparifon by, of Godwin, to the 
Supreme Being, 335—God of, not 
the God of Chriftians, ibid.—abufes 
Peter Porcupine, 342—princiy 
344—Praiies of Jones, the itinerant 
lecturer, 34! 5—Gerald, ibid -—enraged 
at an allufion tothe French faction at 


les of, 


home, pe te oe Mr. No ble fer 
raifing the gofpel, and cenfuring the 
P g , 

Engli th rectal ides, 44¢ -xclaims a- 





gainft the punifhment of regicides, 
450—defends Ludlow, the murderer 
of his king, 451—ftyles a confpirator 
the faireft character in Englith hif- 
tory, 452—defends the United Irifh- 
men, 464—abufes Mr. Budworth, 
for praifing the anfwerer of Paine, 
465. 

Anarchifts, ode to, 365. 

Anecdotes of republican judges, 
litical, 212. 

Annual Regifter, New, principles of, 
150—patronized by H. M. Williams, 
ibid.—condu€tec { by a dignitary of the 
church, hoftile to our eftablithed in- 
ftitution, 348—anecdote of that con- 
ductor, 349—praife of Oldfield’s De- 
fence of Univerfal Suffrage, 156— 
high praife of Erfkine on the War, 
697—expofed, 698—charatter 
ibid.—remarks on, 700. 

Anquetil’s Abridgement Univerfal 
Hiftory, s09—juft character of Louis 
XVith, 810. 

Antigallican fpirit commended, 107. 

Anti-Jacobin new {paper praifed, 55. 

Anti-Jacobin Review, reafon of adopt- 
ing that title, 1.—plan of, 3—pro- 
pofes to counteraét Jacobinical triti- 
cifm, 5—preface of, to reviewers 
reviewed, ‘t, 56—obferva- 
tions of, on the conftitution, 60— 
prophecies the deftruétion of the 
French fieet by Nelfon, 1 23—opinion 
of, on obedience to conftituted autho- 
rities, 61—opinion of duelling, 153— 
declaration of political principles, 
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166—difcuffes Locke’s opimions on 
government, 167—explains the duty 
ef obedience, 169—<lefines the con- 
ftitution to be what is a€tually con- 
ftituted, 170—opinion of, on pulpit 
politics, 304—political creed of, 314 
illuftrated and enforced, tbid.—ftates 
the reciprocal duties of fovereign and 
fubje&, ibid.—principles of, 315— 
expofes the antichriftian doctrines 
of the Monthly Reviewers, 316— 
canvailés the opinions of Dr. Ged- 
des, 318—character of La Fayette, 
345—declares the Letter to the Church 
ef England, the text book of its prin- 
ciples, 402—tecommends to the 
bifhops to fupprefs fchifm among the 
eftablithed clergy, ibid.—admonifhes 
Mr. Wanfey, on his infolent and 
foolith letter to the bifhop of Salif- 
bury, 415—admonifhes fathers of fa- 
milies to difcountenance Jacobinical 
writings, 434—proves the authenti- 
city of fcriptures againft Socinians 
and Deifis, 439—abufed by the Lite- 
rary Cenfus, 667—reafon of the 
abufe, its fupport of the Conftitution, 
ibid. 

Antiquities of India, by Maurice, 37. 

Ariftotle, Gillies’s tranftation of, re- 
viewed, 253—fate of his writings, 
255—life of, 257—analyfis of his 
{peculative works, 258—error of 
thefe works, ibid.—organon, 261— 
mifunderftood by the fchool-men, 
ibid.—his zoology, the moft perfeét of 
his works, 387—1{agacious difcoveries 
and comprehentive knowledge, ibid. 
—fearches too much for efficient 
caufes, 389—ethics and _ politics, 
part of the fame general fyftem, 390— 
analyfis of happinefs, virtue, and ha- 
bit, 391—application of principles, 
392—jurifprudence, 393—focial af- 
fe€tion, 394—importance of his 
work at prefent, 395—inculcates the 
neceflity of fubordination, 306— 
anticipates Adam Smith, 397—de- 
monftrates the abfurdity of the le- 
welling fyftem, ibid.—the folly of 
hafty innovations, rbid, See Gillies. 
——his opinions on commerce, 513— 
honoured agriculture more than 
trade, 516—had he livedin Britain, 
might have thought differently, ibid. 
—the SAGE THINKs THE FUNCTIONS 
OF RELIGION THE FIRST [N DIGNITY, 
ibid.—dofirines on education little 
more than copied by fucceeding wri- 
ters, 517—tefts of good government, 
518—refutes the abfuid opinion that 
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all mer are fitted to govern, 319—— 
fentiments on demagogues and fac- 
tion, ibid.—illuftrated in the Corref- 
ponding Societies and Whig Club, 
520—admirable book on fedition and 
revolutions, ibid.—addrefles the wis, 
as Well as the UNDERSTANDING, 523. 
Arminius, Murphy's, reviewed, 191. 
Affociations, legal; praifed, 137—ad- 
drefs to. See Gifford. Exhortation to, 
2102 
B. 


Barras’ motion, concerning and caufe, 
144. 

Barrifters, Irifh, encroach on the office 
of the Judge, by laying dowa the law, 
540—inaccurate, ibid. 

Barrow's twenty-two fermons reprinted, 

Baruel’s Memoirs of Jacobinifm, 110. 
673— 

Beck, Baron de, fpirited fpeech of, 121. 

Bedford, Duke of, contributions tw the 
ftate, 20. 

Belfham’s Review of Wilberforce, 552. 

Bentley, author of the Contiderations on 
public Affairs, 33. 

Biffet, Dr. Reply of, to a letter in the: 
Monthly Review, 588—charges the 
Prieftleyan diffenters with a defign to 
fubvert our eftablifhment, 590— 
quotes Prieftley’s declaration to that 
effect, ibid.—reprobates the metaphy- 
fical politics of Prieftley’s Firft Prin- 
ciples of Governinent—and Price, on 
Civil Liberty, ib.—vindicates Burke, 
for oppofing the repeal of the teft-act, 
591—his anonymous antagonift, fup- 
pofed to be Anthony Robinton, li- 
nen-draper, diflenting preacher, and 
debating fociety orator, ib. 

Blackftone, account of laws againft re- 
vilers of the Scriptures, quoted to 
Dr. Geddes, 436—wrong in his ex- 
planation and divition of the Britifh 
conftitution, 472. 

Blafphemy, punifhment of, according 
to Burn’s, 436. See Geddes. 

Boaden’s Cambro Britons, reviewed, 
415—jufi defcription of invaders and 
mvaded, 416—ranting phrafeology, 
ib.—farcica} firainings after humour, 
ib.—admonifhed to difcontinue writ- 
ing as foon as a relifh for works of 
genius fhall again prevail, 417. 

Boffe, De, publications of, 845. 

Bond Oliver, teftimony of, 300. 

Book Clubs, either through ignorance 
or detign, circulate humful writings, 

475—-account of one at Maidftone, 
ibe—propofed segulations for sender- 


ing 
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fng¢ them ufeful, ib.—praifed by the 
Monthly Magazine, 476—the praife 
of that performance renders them fuf- 
picious, ib. 

Peucher, Affize Sermen of, at Guild- 
ford, reviewed, 546—-praifed, 547— 
affize fermon of, at Carlifle, reviewed, 
549—<difcourfes on the American Re- 
volution, review of, reviewed, 67i— 
learning of, 675—found reafoning, 
676—abufed by the Critical Review, 
677. 

Bowdler’s Reform or Ruin, 193—~¢excel- 
lent andfeafonable tendency of, 194— 
abufed by the Analytical, 195. 

Bowen's Sermon on the Love of our 
Country, 303-—commended, 305. 

Bowles, the champion of the Britith 
Conftitution, reprobated by the Cri- 
tical Review, 678. 

Briffot, avowed defign to abolifh mo- 
narchy, 27—conformity of french 
condué& to his declaration, ib.—me- 
morable report of, 512. 

Britain and Britifh. See Conftitution and 
Hiftory. 

Britith Critic praifed, 343—~abufed by 
the Literary Cenfus, becaufe hoftile 
to atheifts and levellers, 667. 

Brothers’s Letters to Mifs Cott, a fellow 
lunatic, 568. 

Britifh Public Characters, reviewed, 
634—arrogant dedication to the 
King, 635—ftrange afiortmentof cha- 
racters, ib.—imperfeét and trifling 
execution; ib.—bungling daub of 
Mr. Fox, 636—fketch of Mr. Pitt 
lefs imperfeét, but very inadequate to 
the original, ib. 

Budwoth’s Windermere, reviewed, 
461—fenfibility and force of his poe- 
try, 465—humanity, loyalty, and 
religion, ib—why abufed by the 
Analytical, ib. 

Buonaparte entirely differs from 
great Condé, 32—expedition of, 123 
—<denies the exiftence of Chrift, 372 
proclaims his veneration for Maho- 
met, ib.—original letters from him 
and army, 647—obje&t of his expe- 
dition, ib.—tegiflative talents of, 
649—campaign of, in Italy, 770. 

Burton’s Laura, 418 — extravagant 
viciffitudes of hero and heroine, 419. 

Butler's Hora Biblice, reviewed, 629. 


C. 


Intelligencer 


the 


Cambridge abufes the 


moft refpe&table charaéters in Ire- 
land, 130, 





Bor 


Camille, Jordan, adarefs from, review- 
ed, 180—vunjuftly treated by the 
Analytical, 481. See Gifford. 

Catholics, [rith, Gratran’s intrigue with, 
$9—Catholic emancipation a mere 
pretext, 293. 

Catiline fberality and moderation, cant 
terms of, 443. 

Cato, of Utica, fpeech againft coh- 
fpirators who invited the Gallic nation 
to invade their country, 441. 

Ceatus, Literary, reviewed, 666 —abufes 
works and characters friendly to the 
conftitution, 667—reviles Meff. Pitt, 
Burke, Dundas, and Lawrence, ib.— 
praifes Paine, Sheridan, and Fox, ib.— 
reprobates the Anti-Jacobin Review- 
ers for defending order, morals, reli- 
gion, and the Britith conftitution, ib. 

Chapter to the Englifh Multitude, re- 
viewed, 190—abufed by the Criticat 
Review, 191. 

Chatham, Earl, conduét, charatter, 
meafures, and fuccefs of, 576—con- 
trafted with thofe of Lord Holland, 
ibid. 

Cheetham’s Poems, reviewed, 537. 

Chriftian minifters vindicated, 429—~ 
religion vilified by impious and ob- 
fcene publications, 435—the firmeft 
bafis of every virtue, ib.—profeffors 
of, adjured to difcourage, Jacobinifm, 
ib.—writings in vain plead to Ja- 
cobinical reviewers, 437. 

Church of England, Letter to, 395— 
preachers of, charatterifed, 433— 
churchmen, high, the only true, 
438. 

Churton’s fermons, reviewed, 428— 
piety confpicuous, 430. 

Clare, Chanceilor, fpeech of, 461— 
wife and able, 462. 

Cléry’s Journal of Louis XVI. 42—ani- 
mated and interefting, 43—Lam- 
balle’s head carried about, 44. 

Cobbet, efforts of, in America, 7. Sve 
Peter Porcupine. 

Cole’s Sermon on the General Faft, re- 
viewed, 306, 

Committee, Secret. 
Irith. 

Condorcet, his wifh refpe€ting King 
and Priefts, 445. 

Connor O's, State of Ireland, examined, 
463—addrefs, ditto, ib.— copious ex- 
traéts from, by the Analytical Re- 
viewers, 464—defends the United 
Irifhmen, ib.—teftimony at Maiti- 
ftone, 290. 

Confiderations on Pablic Affairs review- 
ed, 25—author of antigallican, not 

3S2 anti-jacobin, 
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anti-jacobin, 32—ditto, 263—errone- 
oufly contiders our conteft as with 
the phyficai force of France only, 
264—propofes merely a_ defenfive 
War, 265 — dangrious tendency of 
certain pofitions, 265—affected imi- 
tation oi Burke, 267—inaccuracy of 
language, 268. 

Confpiracy againft Social Order, with 
the part taken by the Jacobinical 
Reviews, 591. 

Conftitwtion, Britifh, its principles i}- 
juftrated, 468 — antiquity, nature, 
and excellence, itb.—hiftory and 
principle, epochs, 469— Mr.Reeves’s 
affertion refpetting, 470—the Duke 
ef Norfolk's, d.tto, ib.—Reeves’s 
Principle difcufied and defended from 
Englifh hiftory, 471—ditto, from 
Lord Coke, 472. 

Contributions, voluntary, praifed, 135— 
ridiculed by Unitarian Diffenters, 136 
—Quakers’, pretence of fcruples of 
confcience fhewn from their own 
conduét to be unfounded, ib.— proof 
of loyalty to the King, and attach- 
ment to the country, 140. 

Cornwallis praifes the proceedings of his 
predecefior, 490--{peech of, 491— 
praifes che regulars and militia, ib. 

Courcy, De, fermon of, reviewed, 670 
—praifed, 671. 

Courier abufes the friends of Govern- 
ment, 158--conduét of, refpecting 
France, confidered, 203—juftifies 
the proceedings of France, extols 
her refources, and abufes England, 
204—patronized by Lord Moira, 
205—account of the Report of the 
Secret Committee, 247--endeavours 
to revive the fpirits of Jacobins, 486 
—a difgrace to the Englifh prefs, 
376—juftifies every enormity of the 
French, ib,—threatens to profecute 
the Anti-Jacgobin, ib. 

Crifis, a poem, reyiewed, 34. 

Crita, advencures of, 215. 

Critical Review of Wakeficld’s Reply, 
reviewed, 73—praifes Wakefield, 75 
—fupports Kingibury Addrefs to Dr. 
Watfon, ag—-inveighs againft the 
RBithop, 79—remarks .of, refemble 
thofe of the French regicides, $1— 
great praife of Edmund Oliyer, 179. 
—commends thofe parts of Mon- 
boddo’s Metaphyfics which afcribe 
pre-eminent evil to England, 667. 

Cyiticifm corrupted, 2—ditto, 3. 


D. 


. David, a painter. gives the Deity the 
Obefpicrre, 22, 


face of 
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Deaths, 139. 

Democracy, apoftrophe to, 35. 

Derwent Priory, a novel, frivolous and 
extravagant, 417. 

Direétory, French, account of, s—wifh 
to fupprefs Cléry’s narrative,. 51— 
arrogance of, 122—policy of, re- 
fpeéting foreign powers, 124—mo- 
tives of, for profcribing the moderate 
members, 143—arts of, 493—ty- 
ranny of, 494—tries to excite dif- 
fention in foreign ftates, ib. See 
France and Hiftory—falfehood, in- 
jaftice, and violence of, to Switzer- 
land, 505. See Underwald and 
French. 

Diflenters, Political Condé of, 626— 
active members of the Corre{ponding 
Society, 631— Hardy, the fhoe- 
maker, one of their number, ib.— 
a preacher of the tribe appeared to 
his charaéter, ib.— chief fupporters of 
Thelwall’s Jeétures, ib.— Paine, once 
a diflenting preacher, 632—Godwin, 
a diifenting minifter, ib.—Giibert 
Wakefield, _do.—conduétors of the 
Monthly, Analytical, and Critical, 
do. ib.—conduftors of the Chronicle 
and Courier, do.—abftain from vo- 
luntary contributions, ib.—faft in- 
creafing, 633.—the defigns of their 
chief apofties difcufied and expofed, 
by Dr. Bifiet, 590. 

Diffenters, Irifh, declared, by Dr. Jack- 
fon, to be determined Republicans, 
and friends of the French Revolu- 
tion, 294. 

D'Ivernois’ Hiftorical and Political O 
line, reviewed, 171—Monthly Re- 
view of it, reviewed, 172. 

Dublin, inftructions to citizens of, by 
Grattan, 38. 

Duigenan’s Anfwer to Grattan, ib. 

Duncan, thanks of Parliament to, 19— 
juft and able eulogium on, 36. 


~ 


Economifts propagate principles incon- 
fiftent with the well-being of fociety, 4. 

Ego, counfellor, foliloquy, 355. 

Emigrant, a navel, Appendix, 741— 
moral, political, and‘ religious ten- 
dency of, 742—grofs and licentious 
fentiments of, 743—fuppofes the 
publiclaw of Europe mouldering into 
ruins, 744——provofes the deftruction 
of hiftory to be replaced by romance, 
7 45——2 vehicle of revolut: ionary doc- 


trines, 746. 
Emmet’s evidence before the Secret 
Committee, 299. 


Englith 
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Englith language fprung from Saxon, 
384. 

Erfkine, fuppofed author of the Secef- 
fion from Parliament, 19—-hisegouim 
difgufting, 20—his teftimony at 
Maidftone, 28—fpeech of, at the 
Whig Club, difcuffed,526—advances 
a pofition contrary toreafon and truth, 
ib.—copies the language and rant of 
Kingibury, the diiienting minifter 
and razor-maker, ib.— his allegations 
fanctioned by the authority of Jonn 
Ball, Wat Tyler, and John Cade, 
527. 

Europe, prefent ftate of, reflections on, 
693—effects of French primcipies, 
604. 

Eufebio’s Elegy on a Niece, 540. 

Evidence to character confidered, 229, 


F, 

Fantoccini, political, 364. 

Fathers, chriftian, writings of, 437. 

La Fayette, praifed by the Analytical 
Review, 345. 

Fellows, Odd, fermon to, 43°, 

Fercufen, moral and political philofo- 
phy of, praifed, 391. 

Ferris’s View of Medical Science, re- 
view of, reviewed, 565. 

Fitz-Albini, a novel, reviewed, 683. 

Fitz-Gerald, Lord Edward, tranferibes 
the refolutions of National Com- 
mittee, 293—innocence defended by 
the Morning Chronicle, 379. 

Fox, fecefiion of, difcuiied, 17 —duty as 
a member of parliament, 13—conduét 
of, 19—propofed plan of, miniftry 
under, 20—refentment of, for the 
difmitial of the Duke of Nortolk, 90— 
Obfervation of, in the Whig Ciub, 
concerning afiociations, 138—tefti- 
mony at Maidftone, 285—promul- 
gates his political creed at a tavern, 
487—adopts Gilbert Wake ‘eld’s opi- 
nions, 488—-fentiments of, refpeét- 
ing Ireland, ib.—thinks the punifh- 
ments ef traitors cruelty, ib.—defence 
of Lord Edward Fitzgerald, ib.—in- 
fult to his conftituents, 489—libel on 
parljaments, ib,—abufe of antici- 
pated taxes, 490—letter to, 530-— 
attachment of, to the accufed and 
convicted of fedition and treafon, 
531—reprobated, ib.—conduct at 
Maidftone, confidered, 532—con- 
trafted with Pitt. See Pitt. 

France, regicides of, find advocates in 
our metropolis, 2—principles and 

intrigues of, 4—not phyfical force of, 


~~ 


jormidable, but moral, 25—-between 





monarchy and republic of, difference, 
o' conteft, 30—ftate of, Jacobinical, 
capital of, 33—internal ftate of, 122 

Fraunces, an American Jacobin, 843—- 
lends his wife, ib.—extorts money 
from a dupe on account of the loan, 
ib.—-conducét of, illufirates Jacobian 
morality—-844 

French, a nation of plundering ban- 
ditti, 124—philofophers of, 445 


—Republic conduét of, to the Ve- 
netians, 460—to the United Pro- 
vinces, 1b.—to the Germans, 461— 
now the time to crufh, 4195. See Di- 
rectory and Ii:ftory—-army, proceed- 
ings of. at Be ne, 020d. 

Friends of the People, recommend Old- 


si’ fer a TTeiwarfal C trac 
field's Detence of Univerfal Suffrage, 


G, 

Galand’s new Arabian Tales, 810— 

Gallois, intrigues of, in London, 147 
chara¢ter of, $12. 

Geddes, Dr. chiefly known as an ar- 
rainger of the Scriptures, 694. 

Genlis’s, Madam, Rafh Vows, a novel, 
7s38—charatter of, 789. 

Gerald, Jofeph, praifed by the Analyti- 
cal, 346, 

Geraldina, a novel, reviewed, 668— 
ignorance, frivolity, and folly of, 
669, 

Gibbon, ,account of, refpeting Berne, 
refuted, 174. 

Gilford, John, preface to, fee Jordan's 
Addrefs, 180—a zealous and able 
champion of our laws, religion, and 
morals, 181—abufed by the Ja- 
cobins, ib.—addrefs from, to the 
loyal afflociations, 183—lift of Di- 
rectory for England, Scotland, and 
Irciand, 184—falutary tendency, and 
ability of execution, 185.—Second 
Letter of, to Mr. Erikine, review of, 
reviewed, 678—as a champion of the 
conftitution, he, according to the 
Critical Reviewers, deferves no quar- 
ter, ib.—attacks the legal champion 
of oppofition, furrounded by his 
army of tropes and figures, mifre- 
preientations, egotifm, and ana- 
chronifm, ib.—expotes Mr. Erfkine’s 
faliifications of dates, 679—illuftrates 
the wrong conclufiois in which the 
lawyer abounds, 680—-proves the 
proceedings of feditious focieties and 
demagogues to have been the caufes 
of the proclamation, 1792—forcible 
extracts from, 681—refers Mr. Er- 
{kine to the report of the lrifi Com- 
mittee, ibid, ; 

Gillies, 
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Gillies, Dr. much fuperior to mere ver- 
bal fcholars, 254—charaéter of his 
Hiftory of Greece, 255—objeét of his 
tranflation of Ariftotle, 256—general 
view of the Stagirite, ib.—analyfis of 
Ariftotie’s fpeculative works, 25s— 
fhews in what manner Ariftotle em- 
ploys fyllogifm, 260—beftows too 
much praife on thetopics,261—proves 
that Ariftotle inculcates and practices 
induction, 262—anfwers the charge 
againft him of being too fond of hy- 
pothefes, 388—hbeft interpreter of 
Arittotle, 390—great objett of his 
tranflation, ib.—admirable execution, 
tb.— Makes ARISTOTLE SPEAK ENG- 
tish, itb.—arranges his author's 
writings according to connettion, ib. 
—fhews Ariftotle’s two Tefts of good 
Government to be peculiarly appli- 

. cable to this country, 518—juft and 
comprehentive views of Ariftotle’s 
doftrines on Revolution, 519-—illu- 
firates the Sage’s pofitions, by a re- 
ference to modern events, ib.—able 
analyfis of the principles of Polybius, 
521—demonftrates the wifdom of 
Polybius and Cicero’s politics, 522— 
the abfurdity of thofe of Price, Prieft- 
ley, and Paine, ib—ability of his 
work, ib.—acceffion from it to Eng- 
Sith literature and philofophy, 523— 
ftrongly recommended to the reader, 
ibid. 

Godwin edits the Pofthumous Works of 
his wife, 91—-inculcates the promif- 
cuous intcrcourfe of the fexes, ib.— 
Seprobates marriage, 93—confiders 
Mary Godwin as a model for female 
imitation, 94—certifies his wife's 
conftitution to have been amorous, 
o6—memois of her, ib.—account 
of his wife’s adventures as a kept 
miftrefs, 97——celebrates her happi- 
neis, while the concubine of Imlay, 
ib.—informs the public that fhe was 
concubine to himfelf before fhe was 
his wife, 98—declares no perfon in 
his right fenfes will frequent places of 
public worfhip, ib—morals exa- 
mined, 331—if his principle be 
granted, his deduétion not abfurd, 
332—his principle refuted, 333— 
praifed by the Analytical, 335— 
compared to the Supreme Being, ib. 

Goffelin’s Geography, 820—a Hiftory 
of Ancient Geography, ib.—exami- 
nation of Hipparchus, 821—of Hanno 


the Carthaginian, ib.—of the Greeks, . 


$22—o! Polybius, ib.—an enquiry 
into the knowledge of the ancients 
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refpetting the Red Sea, 823—gcenerat 
importance and ability of the work, 
824. . 
Government can only perith by fuicide, 
9g. See Conftitution, Direftory, &c. 
Grattan, anfwer to, 37—character and 
projeéts of, 38-——arguments for Ca- 
tholic emancipation, 40—evidence 
concerning, 298. 

Gregory, Dr. reafons why he cannot be 
the correfpondent of Jacobins, 151. 


H. 


Hatloran’s Thankfgiving Sermon, 426 
—an animated and impreffive ad- 
drefs, ib.—found reafoning and juft 
inference of, 427. 

Hamilton on the United States, $41— 
an able and ftaunch advocate for the 
American government, ib.—hoftile 
to France, ib.perfecutions by Ja- 
cobins, 842, 

Harper, Goodloe, fpeech of, reviewed, 
421— divides revolutionifts into 
Philofophers, Jacobins, and Sans- 
Culottes, 422—account of the arti- 
fices of French agents, 423. 

Hedgehog, Humphrey, abufed by the 
Jacobinical Reviewers, 343—caufes 
of their abufe, 344. 

Helvetius, philofophy of, 360. 

Henfhall, ftri€tures of, on the Duke of 
Leinfter’s and Mr. Sheridan’s moti- 
ons, 300—~character of, 301—trea- 
tife on the Saxon and Englifh lan- 
guages, 381—propofes the moft ef- 
feftual means of explaining Anglo 
Saxon words, 382——proves the Saxon 
language the fpring of pure Englith, 
384—marks the changes of the Eng- 
lifh language, ib.—critique on the 
Diverfions of Purley, 385—general 
character of, 386.—ftri€tures of, on 
the Gentleman’s Magazine and Ana- 
lytical Review, 579—vindicates his 
Treatife on Saxon Literature, 580. 

Hiftory of politics, foreign and domef- 
tic, 119—general view of affairs in 
America and Europe, ib.—congrefs 
at Raftadt, 120—-Mr. D’Arnim’s 
Anfwer to the King of Pruffia, 121—~ 
difcipline and courage of Britith fea- 
men, 123—refleétions,; 125—domef- 
tic affairs, 127—origin and progrefs 
of the Irifh rebellion, ib.—religion, 
a mere pretence, 128—real caufe, 
Jacobin confpiracy, ib.—objetts of 
the rebellion, feparation from Bri- 
tain, 129—friends of Government 
abufed by the Jacobin prints, 130— 

ar 











~en aweful crifis, %40-—congrefs at 
Raftadt, ib.—general confederacy 
recommended, 241—confequences 
of the late King of Pruffia’s conduét, 
ib.—Rufiia, ib.—Naples, ib.—de- 
f{potic power of the Directory, 243— 
France boafts of her virtue, ib.— 
wretched ftate of French finance, 
245—indecifion of the Emperor, 368 
—fpirit and vigour of Ruffia and 
Turkey, ib.—inattivity of Prufha, 
ib.—conduét of the French at Milan, 
370—anarchy of the Cifalpine Re- 
public, ib.—objeéts of the revolu- 
tions from French politics, and 
French power, ib.—French, try to 
exclude Britifh manufactures from 
the Continent, 374—in vain, ibid. 
Nelfon’s victory, 483—immediate 
effects of, 484—accefiion of fhips to 
Britain, ib-—Nelfon’s victory pre- 
vents revival of rebellion in Ireland, 
485—effeéts of Nelfon’s victory, 605 
—proceedings at Raftadt, ib— 
march of the Ruffian army, 607— 
internal ftate of France, 608s—Er- 
fkine’s fpeech at the Whig Club, 
609—plan of finance, 610—refolu- 
tions of merchants and bankers, ib. 
—conduét of oppofition, 611—poli- 
tical ftate of Europe, 734—French 
declare war againft Naples and Sar- 
dinia, 737—views of the French go- 
vernment, 738. 

Hoadley, Bifhop, too implicitly adopted 
Locke’s principles of government, 
361. 

Hoche, General, differs from Turenne, 
32—1life of, dedicated to the eternal 
Republic, by Rouffelin, 754—birth 
and parentage of, 755—his father a 
dog keeper, himfelf a groom, ib.— 
learns philofophy from Roufleau and 
French novels, tb.—enters the army, 
756—a corporal, ib.—a commander 
in ehief, 758—compared to Neptune, 
ib.—put in prifon, 759—relealed, 
760—conquers La Vendée, 761—pro- 
pofes to invade England, 762— 
feized with a diforder in his bowels, 
767—<death and charaéter of, 768. 
Holcroft’s Knave or Not, reviewed, 51 
— literary charaéter of Holcroft, 52— 
novels, ib.—objeét of them, and his 
play the fame, viz. to overturn our 
conftitution, and level rank and pro- 
perty, 53—execution feeble, ib.—an 
inaccurate obferver, and {uperficial 
reafoner, 54—though trifling, cal- 
culated to do much milchief, ib— 
admonithed of the inadequacy of his 
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powers and knowledge, ib. See Ja 
cobinifm, Revolution, &c. 

Holland, Lord, contrafted with Lord 
Chatham, 576. 

Horfeley’s, Dr. able defence of the 
church, 554—miafterly obfervativa 
on the political principles of Calvin, 
627. See Bifhop of Rochefter. 

Hughes, John, his evidence concer 
ing Grattan, 297. 

Hutton, George, able reply of, to 
Wakefield, 554. 


J. 


Jackfon, narrative of fufferings of, 420, 

Jacobin, a receipt for making one, 617 
—half educate him, ib.—place him 
under a diffenting fchoolmafter, ib. 
—let him read Dr. Prieftley’s writ- 
ings, ib.—initiate him in depating 
focieties, ib—preach in a conven- 
ticle, ib.—write for the Monthly 
Magazine, or Analytical Review, ib. 
—read Erfkine’s Pamphlet, ib. See 
Loan of wives. 

Jacobin faétion exifts in this country, 1 
—Jacobins employed in the States at 
war with France, 27—-republic ra- 
pacious {pirit of, 29—capital, 33—— 
catch words of, 76—authors of re- 
volutions, 422—principles of, adopted 
by the Annual Regifter, 458s—prints, 
and f{peeches. See Courier, Chroni- 
cle, Poft, &e. &c. 

Jacobinifm, daily, weekly, monthly, 
and annual vehicles of, 2—its ma- 
lignant and intolerant fpirit, ib.— 
characterized, 12—rife, progrefs, and 
effects of, 109—promoted by certain 
Reviews, ib.—hiftory of, (Sve Baruel) 
defined, 223—worte than ancient 
democracy, ib.—worfe than former 
levelling principles, 224—thanCrom- 
wellianifm, ib.—religious fcepticifm 
leads to, 225—-promoted by vifion- 
ary metaphyfics, 226—promoted by 
Voltaire, D’Alembert, Diderot, 359, 
712—promoted by Mrs. Macaulay, 
713—by Price and Prieftley, ib.—all 
diffenters, not equally favourable to, 
716—Socinians, Jacobinical, reaf 
' Prefbyterians, loyal, ib. 

James Pedagogue, brutality to, Louis 
XVI, 45. 

Jauffret’s Excurfion to the Garden of 
Plants, 804—well adapted to its ob- 
jeét, to intereft, and inftruét, children, 
806. 

Iiluminati, paper concerning, 217. 

India, antiquities of, 37. 

Jones, 
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Jones, the Le&turer, praifed by the Ana- 
lytical, 346. 

Ireland and Irifh, crown and govern- 
ment -of, 38—rebellion, caufes of, 

- 158—fyftem of government re{pect- 
ing, 374—infurrection, account of, 
424—barbarities of the rebels, 425— 
ftate of, 490—union with recom- 
mended, 491. 

Irifhmen, United, attempts of, to fe- 
duce the foldiers, 293—conneétion 
with the London Correfponding 5o- 
ciety, 299. 

King, parent of the conftitution, 471— 
proved from records, ib.—from the 
various parts and inftruments of go- 
vernment, 472—e0pinion of Coke on 
this fubject, 473. See Conftitution 
and Reeves. 

King's ‘Apology, reviewed, 643—An- 
{wer to, reviewed, 646. 

Kingibury anfwers the Bifhop of Lan- 
daff, 78—firft a diffenting minifter, 
then a writer on razors, ib.—predicts 
the Irith traitors will be fuccetsful, $2. 

Knave or Not, a fuperficial but danger- 
ous work, 51. See Holcroft. 

Knox, John, character of, by Mr. 
_ Rivers, 627. 


L. 


Lamballe, Madame, her head carried a- 
bout to difplay Jacobin humanity, 
44. 

Landaff, Bifhop of, Wakefield’s Reply 
to, 72—King(bury’s, ditto, 7s— 
charge to his clergy, 310—injudici- 
ous ufe of revolution principles, ib. 
—excellence and defects of, 311— 
extra¢ts from, 312. 

Lafhknave, Lawrence, account of the 
Correfponding Society, 220—letter 
from, 701. 

Latham’s, Dr. Latin Anniverfary Ora- 

’ tion, review of, reviewed, 561. 

,Lauderdale, Earl of, afflertion of, re- 
{peéting trade, refuted, 336—friend- 
fhip of, with Briflot and his coadju- 
tors, $13. ) 

Lavater’s Addrefs to the Direftory, 280 
—a mixture of adulation and abutfe, 
ib.—praifes the French Revolution, 
282—reprobates the invation of 
Switzerland, ib. 

Leéturers, pulpit, in London, often me- 
thodiftical and ignorant, 399. 

Letter to the Church of England, 39s— 
found principles of, government of, 
401, 


Letter to the Bifhop of Salifoury, 400—~ 
petulant infolence of, 410—elegant 
extra€ts from, ib,—refined phrafeo- 
logy, 411—abufe of, 412—fcande- 
lous infinuation of, againft an emi- 
nent prelate, 413. 

to the Anti-Jacobin Review on 

modern Catilines, and the evidence 

at Maidftone, 593—to Mr. Fox, re- 
viewed, 530—(See Kox)—to the Bi- 
fhop of Rochefter from Mr. Rhys, re- 
viewed, 534—pofition that war is, in 
all cafes, unchriftian, difproved, ib.— 
no precepts againft it delivered by 
our Saviour, 535. 
to Mr. Wilberforce. See Wake- 








field. 

Liberality, real, an excellent quality, 
440—term often milapplied by Ja- 
cobins, ib. 

Licentioufnefs of the prefs, 1. 

Lloyd’s Edmund Oliver, declamatory 
abuie of the military profeflion, 177 
—cenfures the war with the regicides, 
178—propofes to level rank and pro- 
perty, 179—dottrines praifed. dyve 
Critical and Analytical. 

an of wives, a practice among Ja- 
cobins. See Fraunces. 

Locke, doétrines of, confidered, 167— 
political principles of, lead to differ- 
ent confequences from thofe intend- 
ed, 260. 

Louis XVI. Cléry’s journal of confine- 
ment and fufferings of, 42—perfecu- 
tion of, 43—brutal treatment of, 45 
—audacious infolence to, 46—abufed 
by newtpapers, 47—examplary con- 
duct of, 4s—monftrous trial of, 49g— 
execution of, 50. 

Lovers Vows reviewed, 479—obje&, 
tendency, and character, 480. 


| | 


M. 


Mallet du Pan, Britifh Mercury of, re- 
viewed, 403—object of the work, 
ib.—throws light on French princi- 
ples, ib.—able and ufeful advice in 
the preface, 404—gratitude to the 
Britifh nation, 405—analytis and ex- 
tracts, 406—account of Swifs can- 
tons, 507—deicription of a Swifs 
wedding, 408—-account of affairs in 
Italy, 493—-account of the deftruc- 
tion of Helvetic liberty, 501—cha- 
racter of the French’ Revolutionifts, 
502——effeéts on other nations, 503— 
ftate of refources of Switzerland, 50+ 
charatter of Weifs the French par- 
lizan, 506——conduct of, 507 —pathe- 
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tic defcription of the laft efforts of Monthly Lift of Publications, 103— 


Berne, 509—refleftions, 511—~cha- 
raéter of Buonaparte, 513—Britifh 
Mercury recommended to all crowned 
heads, ib.—general charaéter of the 
work, 515. 
M‘Nevin, Dr. evidence of, 299. 
Manuel, charaéter of, 46. 


Maria, or the Wrongs of Woman, re- — 


viewed, 91—fable, objeét, and prin- 
ciples of, 92—aflerts that her friend 
Jemima’s underftanding was fharp- 
ened and invigorated by her occu- 
pations as a thief, and a proftitute, 
ib.—-particular defcription of Maria 


202—3 52—181—600. 
Monthly Magazine detected, 198— 
publifhed by a French citizen, ib.— 
patronized by the Dire¢tory, 199— — 
dialogue from, 327—praifes book 
clubs, 476. (See R. Phillips and Ja- 
bin Prints)—deteétion of, 570—John 
Thelwall a contributor to, ib.—= 
fneers at loyalty, 572—abufes Lord 
Auckland, ib.—reviles Lord Car- 
lifle, 573—inveighs againft Mallet 
du Pan, ib.—reprobates Peter Porcu- 
pine, ib.—flanders Mr. Harper, ib.— 
all becaufe enemies to Jacobiniim, ib. 


. and her lover, 93—reftraints on Monthly Review, to be reviewed by the 


adultery, according to Maria, a fla 
grant wrong to women, ib. See God- 
win and Wollftonecraft. 

Marfhall’s Treatife on Agriculture, re- 
viewed, 637. 

Martinez’s perfecution of Peter Porcu- 
pine, 9—proceedings of, 10. 

Matter of Fact for the Multitude, re- 
viewers of, reviewed, 88. 

Medicine for the times, addreffed to 
citizen C. Fox, 362. 

Menard, infamous pretext of, for invad- 
ing Switzerland, 511. 

Meyers, De, Fragments on Paris, 268— 
criterion of the ftate of a nation, ib. 
drefs and amufements at Paris, 269— 
extracts from, 270—ftriCtures on, 
271—ftate of the arts and {ciences at 
Paris, 272—his account recommend- 
ed to votaries of innovation, 273— 
charaéter of his work, 2709. 

Mifflin, Governor, republican morality 
of, 14—celebrates the dethrone- 
ment of Louis XVI. ib.—praifes the 
Botany Bay citizens, ib. 

Minifters juftified for opening a nego- 
ciation with France, 134. 

Miniftry , propofed plan of, by Mr. Fox, 
20. 


Moira, Earl, patronizes the Courier, 
204-——his letter to Col. Mahon dif- 
cuffed, 206—cenfured, 207—un- 
founded account of Ireland, 294— 
fpeech in the Irifh Parliament, con- 
fidered, difcuffed, and cenfured, 
461. 

Monboddo’s Ancient Metaphyfics, re- 
view of, reviewed, 565. See Monthly 
oni Critical Reviews. 

Monroe's View of the Conduét of the 
Executive, confidered, $24—Mon- 
roe, of the French faétion in Ame- 
rica, 825—a promoter of Jacobin 
dottrines, $26, 

VOL. I, 


Anti.Jacobin, 3—dangerous tendency 
of, 56—charaéter and operations of, 
58—unfriendly to the conftitution as 
actually conftituted, 60—review of, 
68—arts of, to prevent the circula- 
tion of conftitutional works, 71— 
reviewed, 171—falfe ftatement by, 
172—curious obfervation of, ib— 
examined, 173—falfe and abfurd re- 
mark of, on Switzerland, 174—ig- 
norance of, 175—prailes the Spirit of 
the Public Journals, 33i—afferts 
Oldfield’s Abufe of Parliament to be 
demonftration, 453—praifes his fup- 
port of univerfal fuffrage, 456—praifes 
Lord Moira for apologizing for our 
officers (See Spirit of Public Journals 
and Jacobin Prints)—quotes the moft 
exceptionable paflages of Monbod- 
do’s Metaphyfics, 567—ridicules Da- 
vid and Solomon, becaufe Kings and 
Scripture charaéters, 569. 

Moore, Dr. a friend of Briffot, 513. 

Morning ‘Chronicle refembles ‘the 
Monthly Review, 58—dialogue from, 
326—account of Tierney’s fpeech, 
377—extratts from, 378—continues 
its virulence, 379—inveétives againft 
the faviours of Ireland, 497—idea of 
rebellion, 498. See Spirit of Public 
Journals and Jacobin Prints: 

Morning Poft, inveétives of, againft 
minifters, 497. See Jacobin Prints, 
and Spirit of Public Journals. 

Munkhoufe, Dr. his Thankfgiving Ser- 
mon, 308—extraéts from, 309—fer- 
mon to Freemafons, 431. 

Murphy, venerable, literary character 
of, 191. See Arminjus, 

Mufic, excellence of, accORDING TO 
tHE SAGE Artstot.e, confifts in 
pleafing, and ufeful tendency and 
effeéts, not mere difficulty of execu 
tion, 518. 


3T Naples, 
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Naples, loyalty and patriotifm of, 493. 
See Hiftory. 

Nelfon, f{plendid viGtory of, 4883—mo- 
mentous confequences from, 484. 
See Hiftory, 

Noble’s Life of Englith Regicides, 445 
-~extra&ts from, 446—miatter, ex- 
cellent ; compofition, reprehenii! ic, 
448. 

Norfolk, Duke of, evidence at Maid- 
ftone, 289-—allcitions refpeéting «he 
Britifh conftitution refuted, 470— 
doftrine of the Sovereignty of ihe 
Peopie erroneous, 473. 


O.. 


Oldfield’s Hiftory of the Confitution 
of Pariiament, reviewed, 453—falfe 
and dangerous, 454—prajfes of— 
See Monthly Review, &c. 

Oliver, Edmund. 4% Lloyd. 


P. 


Paine, Thomas, letter of, to the peo- 
ple of France, 21—examined, 22— 
praifes the French revolution, 23— 
fuppofes extraordinary virtues in the 
number five, 24—do€trinesof, pro- 
pagated by the Cerrefpondine So- 
ciety, 111—praifes the French Di- 

e ye€tory, 141—reafons like the Ana- 
lytical Reviewers, ib.—a flatterer of 
tyrants, 142—/us Rights of Man lead 
to ruin; 143-—a member of tyranni- 
cal clubs, 145. 

Palmer, Fyche, propofed as one of the 
minifiry under Fox, 20. 

Paris, fiate of, 272—a fcene of theft 
and sobbery, 273—people of, dif- 
affefted to the government, 27 
corrupted morals. of, 277-—former 
happinefs of, ib. 

Parliament, refponfibility of the Houfe 
of Commons, 17—du‘y of members 
of, 18. See Conftitution and Reeves. 

Parliament, Irifh, report of Commit- 
tee of, contains an hiftorical fketch 
of Trith rebellion, 292—of means of 
diffufion, ‘ib.—treafonable newf- 
papers, ib.—general refult of, 295. 

Parry threatens to profecute the Anti- 
_Jacobin for attacking the Courier, 
376—challenged to do fo, ib. 

Peace, an inglorious, deprecated, 35. 

Pennfylvania, court of, 1i—famous for 
baftards and cuckcidom, 15—civic 
feat in Philadelphia, ib. 
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Petron’s Account of India, 806—an ufe- 
ful and important work, 808, 

Perry, a brifk, bouncing liquor, wants 
ftrength, 248. 

Phillips, R. editor-of the Monthly Ma- 
gazine, 200—hiftory of, ib.—con- 
duét at Leicefter, ib.—confined two 
ycars for fedition, ib,—eftablifhes the 
Mor: oly Magazine, ib.—other la- 
bow. of in the caufe, 201—praifed 
by the Analytical, ib.—the friend of 

lolcrort, Wakefield, and Godwin, 
ib——purveyor general to’ Jacobins, 
325.—undertakes to TEACH our King 
who, of his fubjeéts, deferve reward, 
63)—fuppoied to be f{prung from 
Pau! Phillips, clerk of the pa irith, and 
pri fident of an ale-h rouse club for ma- 

aging the nation in the reign of 
Gees n Anne, ib. 

Pitt, the Right Hon. William, con- 
trafted with Mr. Fox, 575—educa- 
tion and juvenile ftudies, 576—ho- 
nourable ele&tion of, ib.—addiéed 
neither te gaming nor debauchery, 
577—political principles and conduét 
‘of, ib.—tifques popularity for the 
good of his country, 578—meafures 
and fuccefs of, 579—farther con- 
trafted with Mr. Fox, 702. 

Poetry, explanation of the print, 115— 
-Progrets of Liberty, 116—Congratu- 
latory Ode, 117—United Irifhmen, 
118——-W anderings of lapis, 228—Ad- 
drefs to the Premier Peer in Imitation 
of Horace, 233-—Jacobin Council, 
235—{ent with a Shilling, 236—Ages 
of Reafon, ib.— Epittle from Mifs Sew- 
ard to Mr. Lifter, 237—Anarchifts, 
an Ode, 365—Honey Money of Fox 
and Tooke in imitation of Horace 
and Lydia, 597—Lines to Lady Nel- 
fon, ib, ~rfong ,on Admiral Nelfon’s 
Viéiory, 599. 

Polybius, admirable, general principles 
of government, thinks a mixed con- 
ftitution the beft, 521. See Gillies, 

Police magiftrates requefted to watch 
the Debating Societies, 478. 

Politician, concern of, with religion, 
439. 

Porcupine, Peter, éfforts of in America, 
7—Republican Judge, 1b.—attempts 
of Spanifh Ambafiador againft, 9— 
examines the juffice of the repvB.i- 
CAN JUDGE, 11-—characterizes re- 
publican juftice, 12—Jacobjnifm, 
ib.—Bone to Gnaw for the Demo- 
crats, 342—abufed by the Analytical 
Review, ib.—will of, 725—Diploma- 
tic Blunderbufs of, ib.—-excellent 

tendency 














tendency and able execution, 836— 
Political Cenfor of, for Jan."1797, 836 
—ditto, for March, 1797, 839—elo- 
quence and ability of both, ib. 

Porcupiniana, 479—ftri€tures on the 
Whig Club, ib—on Volney the 
Atheift, 592—on Prieftley, ib. 

Portland, Duke of, junétion with Mr, 
Pitt juftified, 206—obligations of the 
country to him and friends. 474. 

Price. See Jacobinifm and Diffenters. 

Prieft, parith, letter from, 213. 

Priefthood, advantages from, illuftrated 
by Churton, 430. 

Prieftiey, Dr. reduced ftate of, 16— 
declares Republican governments to 
be the moft arbitrary, ib.—Original 
Letters to, reviewed, 146—autho- 
rity of referred to, to fanétion the 
abufe\of the church, 476—mifrepre- 
fentations of, 555—the firebrand 
philofopher, 592—declared inten- 
tion to blow up the church, 626. 

Prints, Jacobin, concur in afferting that 
the faéts, reported by the Secret 
Committee, were before known to 
them, 247—accufe the Navy Board 
of inattivity, 377—mifreprefentations 
and falfehoods of, noted, 379—ditto, 
496. 

Profpectus of the Anti-Jacobin Review, 
tof the Old Englifhman, 601. 

Proftitution. See Mary Wollftonecraft. 

Pruffia. Sve Hiftory. 

Pythagoras feeks truth by ideal ab- 
ftractions, 389. 


Q. 


Quakers contributed nothing volunta- 
rily to the State, 136—pretence of 
confcience unfounded, 137—loyalty 
of, expofed, 356—Oorigin and prin- 
ciples of the feét, 357——farther ex- 
pofed, 709—ten commandments of, 
711. 

Queftion as it ftood in March, 1798, 
reviewed, 336—doé€trines of, often 
confuted, 337—affertions difproved, 
338—pleads the caufe of France, 


340. 
R. 


Ranby’s examination of Wakeficld’s 
Reply, reviewed, 83. 

Raftadt (See Hiftory)—negociations at, 
confidered, by an old Officer, 798. 
Reeves’s doétrines refpeting the con- 
ftimetion juftified, 479. See King 

and Conitituuion. 
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Reform, a veil for the moft dangerous 
confpiracies, 139. 

Reformers in unifon of counfels with 
France, 66-—coincidence traced,. ib. 

Rezicides, Englith Lives of (See Noble) * 
—French have fworn hatred to the 
Monarchy, even of the Supreme 
Being, 446. 

Reid, Dr. his opinion of Ariftotle’s 
Theories of Memory and Fancy, 258. 
—fhews the difference between me- 
mory and reminifcence, 259—incul- 
cates the inveftigation of phenomena 
—fermon of, ib. 

Reviews, democratical, the mere ine 
ftruments of fa€tion, 2. 

Reviewers, reviewed. Sve Anti-Ja- 
cobin. 

Revolution, Irench, three claffes of 
friends of, 741—propofes to eftablith 
univerfal Pyrrhonifm, 713—germs, 
principles, and caufes 0°, 746—ex- 
preffions built upon, 747. 

Rivers’s Hiftory and Conduct of the 
Diffenters,; reviewed, 626—cha- 
raéter of John Knox, $27-—diffenters 
inimical to our eftablithment, ib,— 
character of Price, 6209. 

Robefpierre praifed by republicans and 
levellers, 22. 

Robinfon’s (Mrs.) Walfingham, review- 
ed, 160-—literary character of, 161-— 
political principles,ib,—mifreprefents 
the manners of the great and _ftate of 
the poor, 162—admunifhed to read 
Blair’s Le€tures, 163—not to go be- 
yond her depth, 164. 

Robinfon, Anthony's, View of the 
Englith Wars, 613—life and cha- 
racter of the Author, 614—apprep- 
tice to a diffenting linen-draper, ib. 
a fectarian preacher, 615—an orator 
in debating focieties, ib.—his work 
a mere vehicle of Jacobinifm, 617. 

Rouffeau, character of, 360—doétrines 
of, 748—political, 749. 

Rouffellin. See Hoche. 

Rowland for an Oliver, reviewed. Sce 
Wanfey. 

Ruilia. See Hiftory. 


S. 


Saint Lambert, principles of morality 
96—new catechifm, 797. 

Salluft, remarks.of, on falfe modera- 
tion towards confpirators, 442. 

Saxon. See Henfhall. 

Scott, Sir John, Letter to, 151. Ste 
Wakefield, . 

3T2 Scriptures 








Ee aed 


= = Spe ee 


ns S . A . 
a San 2 ae ae 
—— = —-——— 


— S60 INDEX. 


Scriptures defended againft Socinians 2 ae 
and Deifts, 439—attacks, on, give : j 
Pap force, ibnaghllen’ of, Talleyrand Perigord, a friend of Oppo- 
(See Geddes.) fition Members, 151. 


Seceffion. See Fox. Taxatiog, plan of, on income juftified, 
Seditious meetings, Bill for reftraining, _,4°7- 


praifed, 66. Thales fought truth by experiment and 
. t of Trial of ‘ inveftigation, 387. 
nm Po Maport of Trish Oty eeviowsr Thanet, Earl, evidence of, at Maid- 


Sheridan's teftimony at Maidfione, 286. _. ftone, 290. 

* Smith, Adam, theory of moral fenti- Theatre, 114—248—479. See Cam- 
ments ingenious, but not juft, 334— bro Britons, Lovers Vows, &c. ; 
doétrines on political ceconomy an- Thomas's Confequences of an Englith 
ticipated by Ariftotle, 397. Invation, reviewed, 459—fermon on, 

Smith's (Charlotte) Young Philofopher public worfhip, 672. 
reviewed, 187—fhe has talents for Toafts, feditious, 69—-fanding of the 
‘novel writing, ib.—defeéts, egotifm B » F 
and aitacition of the ‘ateeary, ib, Club, 80, See Fox and the Duke of 
—politics beyond her reach, 188— Norfolk. ; 
abuie of Kings, ib—blunder about Tooke, John Horne, Diverfions of Pur- 
Roman demagogues, ib.—frivolous 
and falfe remarks, 189—praifed by dotes of, ib.—literary merit afcer- 
the Analytical, 190. tained, 386 (See Henfhall)—Diver- 
Smith, George, fermon. Sve Fellows. fions of Purley, reviewed, 655—Por- 
Social order defended againft the prin- , ‘atts by, (See Pitt and Fox.) 
ciples of the French revolution, by Turenne, different from Hoche, 32. 


Abbé de Voifin, 772—ability of the Turk:, eyes of, opened to the views of 


work, 773—principles of Govern- France, 495, See Hiftory. 
ment, 775—confutation of the Rights 
of Man doétrines, 776—confutation U. 


of the Abbe Sieyes, 779. Underwald, Fall of, reviewed, 663— 
Society, Correfponding, object of, 111 tyranny of the Direétory, 664—per- 

(See Thomas Paine)—account of, fidy of, 665. 

See Lawrence Lafhknave. Union, Cooke’s Arguments for and 
Societies, Debating. See Police Ma-~ againft, 640—Dean Tucker's, ditto, 


giftrates. 643. 
Sound an Alarm, reviewed, 196—ufe- V. 
ful tendency, ib.—attempted joke f 3 : 
on—See Analytical. Vaurien, review of, reviewed, 685— 


Spirit of the Public Journals, 321— +‘ Meritasa fatirical performance, ib. 
contains the quinteffence of Jacobin- —exhibits the confequences of God- 
ifm, ib.—extraéts from the moft Ja- win s Political Juftice, 686—defcribes 
cobinical publications, 325—addrefs the various modes.of feizing on pro- 

’ of, to the foldiers, 328. See Monthly, | P&ty> 687. 
Critical, and Analytical Reviews; Voltaire, obfervations of, concerning 

- Couricr, Poft, Chronicle, Monthly  8°Vve™mment, 9—charatter, 360— 
Magazine, and R. Phillips. philofophy, religion, and morality 

Stenant, Theory of Abftraétioh, praifed, of, 751—life of, by Verney, 616. 
259—inculcates induétion, 389. Vultures, moder, 812. 

Stiguer, the Swifs patriot, high cha- 
raéter of, 503. W. 

Stonehoutfe’s Letters to Prieftley, 146— Wakefield, admonition to, 36—Reply 
predict the downfall of every govern- tg the Bithop of Landaff, 72—Letrer 

ment, 148—exhibit every feature of ty the Attorney General, 151—fctr- 
the Jacobin chara¢ter, ib.—praife the rilous abufe of Mr. Pitt, 152—aflerts 


new Annual Regifter, 150. all human ; ae 
a 2 governments to be incor- 
Suffolk Freeholder ver/us the Jacobin rigibly profligate, 154—pretends to 


Reviews, 350—charatter of each, — controul legiflature, magiftracy, and 


351. . : 
; : adminiftration, 155—charaéter and 
Switzerland and Swifs. Sce Malletdu —s motives of, examined, 156—letter 


Pan and His y. of, to Mr. Wilberforce, 551. 


Correfponding Society and Whig - 


ley confidered, 385—political anec- ° 
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Walfingham. See Mrs. Robinfon. 

Wanfey, Letter of, to the Bifhop of 
Salifbury, anfwered, 
rable malady of, 544. 

War, caufes of, the French doétrines 
and revolution, 27. 

Warning, addrefs to'Britons, 303. 

Whig Club tends to the fubverfion of 
the Conftitution, 60—(See Fox and 
the Duke of Norfolk)—proceedings 
of, verfified, 303—Erfkine’s fpeech 
at, 609. See Fox, Jacobinifm, and 
Correfponding Society. 

Whitaker’s Defence of Mary, 627— 
eharaéter of Knox, ib. 

Whitbread, evidence of, at Maidftone, 
290. 

Wilberforce’s praftical Review of Reli- 
gious Syftems, reviewers of, review- 
ed, 550. 

Williams, Helen Maria, Jacobinical 
principles of, 146—patronizes the 
New Annual Regifter, 158. 

Windermere. See Budworth, 

Wollftonecraft, Godwin, Mary, Me- 
moirs of, 94—keeps her father in 
awe, ib.—livelyfancy without know- 
ledge and habits of reafoning, ib.— 
fe qualified, becomes one of the Ana- 
lytical Reviewers, ib.—wndertakes to 
anfwer Burke, 95—anfwer fuch as 
might have been expected, ib.—her 
conftitution, teftified by her hufband, 
to have been amorous, ib.— Rights of 
Woman charaéterized, ib.—her paf- 
fions inflamed by celibacy, 96—falls 


542—deplo- 


in love with a married man, ib.—at 
the breaking out of the war betakes 
herfelf to our enemies, ib.—inti- 
mate with the French leaders under 
Robefpierre,97 —with Thomas Paine, 
ib.—taken by Imlay into keeping, 
ib.—her hufband declares that her. 
foul had panted for that conneétion, 
ib.—her doétrines, illuftrated by her 
example, not new, ib.—as o/d as pro- 
Siitution, ib.—propoies to elude her 
creditors, ib.—deferted by her keepet, 
ib.—derives particular gratification 
from Hamilton Rowan, tb.—purfues 
her keeper to England, ib.—her 
great averfion to this country, ib.— 
being without a lover attempts to 
drown herfelf, 98—appointed kept 
miftrefs to the philofopher Godwin, 
ib.—mafried to the philofopher, ib. 
does not believe in future punifh- 
ments, 99—-from the time fhe be- 
came enlightened difcontinued pub- 
lic worfhip, ib.—her life illuftrates 
Jacobin morality and religion, ib. 
high praifes of her life, doétrines, 
and conduét, by the Analytical Re- 
viewers, 101—prophetic apoftrophe 
to her by them, 402. Arve Maria, 
Godwin, Proftitution, and Analytical 
Reviews. 


Z. 


Zoology, Ariftotle’s, the moft perfec 
of his phyfical works, 387. 


a — — 


Our Readers are refpe&fully informed, that, henceforth, the 
Index and Title Page to each Volume will be always given in the 
Appendix ; and that four Numbers, with an Appendix, will form 
a Volume, making Three Volumes yearly, commencing from the 


Firft of January, 1798. 
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PETER PORCUPINE. 


WE are happy in being able to announce the determination of 
this able and {pirited writer to publifh a complete Edition of his 
Works, . which, we underftand, will contain fome that have never 


yet appeared i in England. His Propofals were forwarded to us, but, 
by fomevaccident or other, have not come to hand. We van only, 
therefore, for the prefent, fay, that thofe Gentlemen who with to 
have copies are requefted to fend their names to.Mr. Whittle, at 
the Anti-Jacobin Office, Peterborough Courty"Fleet Street. 


EZ 2 — 
} ; 
DIRECTIONS FOR THE BINDER. 


A Peep into the Cave of Jacobinifm, to face the Title. 

New Morality to face en eS enh ey a Sip reas 
Evidence to Charaéter to face - - - - 285 
Two Pair of Portraits - - > = - - 574 
Doublures of Charaéters not having any particular refer- 


ence, may be placed at the moft convenient Part. 





Anfwers to Communications received fince the Wrapper for No. 1X. was printed. 


L. L. V. will perceive, by the date of our Summary of Politics, that our 
Number was completed before his Letter was written; and that we had antici- 
pated his obfervations. 

Ucalagon' s friendly offer is received, and thankfully accepted. 


END OF VOL. I. 
ce 
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